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SO ST UNITED STATES

/_)T‘HOHM L

7 ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
& REGION V
5 111 West Jackson Bivd,
b, G"\o CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 80604 REPLY TO ATTENTION OF:
(4 pRcﬁ("
5HW-TUB
JAN O 3 1383

Sol H., Rosen, President

Union Scrap Iron & Metal Company
210 Fifteenth Avenue No.
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55411

RE: MNT280010265
Union Scrap Iron & Metal Co.
1608 Washington Ave. North
Minneapolis, Minnesota

ﬁéaQ]Mr;ﬂﬁbS;n: :
This is in response to your letter of November 15, 1982 requesting with-
drawal of your hazardous waste facility permit application.

You have stated in your letter that the hazardous waste pile at your facility
consists of chips {from rubber battery cases) which are EP toxic. You have
further stated that the material is acceptable to the Minnesota Department

of Transportation for reuse as a substitute for agregate in roadway base
course asphalt contingent, however, upon the successful negotiation of an
agreement with the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA).

According to 40 CFR 261.6{a), hazardous wastes which are deemed hazardous solely
by virtue of exhibiting one or more of the characteristics of hazardous waste
are excluded from RCRA Part 261 Subpart C control when beneficially used,
re-used, recycied or reclaimed. Thus, the chips used as a substitute for
aggregate in roadway base course asphalt would not be subject to RCRA require-
ments at the present time. U.S. EPA is, however, concerned with the re-use

of hazardous waste where the manner of re-use is virtually the equivalent

of unsupervised land disposal. In view of these concerns, the Agency will
shortly propose to amend the current definition of solid waste to better
regulate those use, re-use, recycling and reclamation activities which the
Agency believes pose envirommental or human health concerns. However, prior
to promulgation of this proposal, such re-use of hazardous wastes is exempt
from RCRA control,

We have been in contact with Mr. Bruce Wilson of the MPCA regarding the

status of the agreement and find that the agreement still awaits your
signature. Until the agreement is signed and effective we cannot act on

your request for withdrawal of the permit application and, accordingly, we
continue to hold you responsible for submittal of Part B of the hazardous
waste permit application. However, we hereby extend the due date for submittal
of the Part B from November 30, 1982, to March 1, 1983, in order to allow

you the additional time needed to reach an agreement with the MPCA,



Should you reach an agreement with the MPCA, before March 1, 1983, please
forward a copy of the signed stipulation along with evidence that the
Minnesota Department of Transportation has also agreed to the stated use
of the rubber chips. At that time we will further evaluate your claimed
exemption from hazardous waste permitting requirements.

Please contact me at (312) 886-4158 if you have any further questions.
Sincerely yours,

Konmitd SBebm

Kenneth Skahn
Minnesota State Implementation Officer

ﬂgc:MhJames Warner, MPCA
-+ Bruce Wilson, MPCA
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ST STa UNITED STATES

7 ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY - /
= Z REGION V Vo 7 LA
M :}5 111 West Jackson Blvd. L :
\5’ CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60604 RE O F:
S RO ATFIVERLES
DEC S 1982
" ROSEN RICK GEN MGR 1

UNION SCRAP IRON & METAL COMPANY
10=$5TH AVE NORTH

MINNEAPOLIS MN 55411
FACILITY: 1608 WASHINGTON AVENUE
LOCATIONS MINNEAPQOLIS MN B5411
ID NO,¢ MNT280010265

Dear Applicant:

RE: U.S. EPA Identification Number Change

This is to inform you that the United States Environmental Protection Agency
(U.S. EPA) will be changing your temporary (T) identification number to &
permanent (D) one. The label below shows your current temporary number as
"OLD T NO." and the new permanent number as "NEW D NO,"

GLD I,D, WO,: MNT280010265

HEW I,D, NCui - HID9650501647

In order to provide your facility with adeguate time toc convert to the permanent
U.S. EPA identification number, we will make the change in our computer system
effective January 1, 1983. This will 2llow you to use your temporary identifi-
cation number until the end of the calendar year and, thus, cover all 1982
hazardous waste handled under one number for your annual report.

We have coordinated the identification number change with your State hazardous
waste management office. The State has a listing of your old and new numbers.

Please contact Mr. Arthur Kawatachi of my staff at (312) 886-7449, if you
have any questions regarding this matter.

Sincerely yours,
A
Karl d. Klepitsch, Jr., Chief

Waste Management Branch

cc: Facility owner



UNITED STATES
ENVIRONMENTAL FROTECTION AGENCY
REGION V

111 West Jacksan Blvd.
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60604

"RERA"RATITYTESC"

Mr. Rich Rosen

Union Scrap Iron & Metal

210 15th Avenue WY >, . B
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55411 - * -

RE: MNT280010265
Union Scrap Iron & Metal
1608 Washington Ave., N,
Minneapolis, Minnesota

Dear Mr. Rosen:

To facilitate the processing of hazardous waste permit applications, we are
making two additional requirements concerning the format of these applications:

1. Please uniquely number each page of the application including
all attachments (maps, specifications, etc.)

2. If you claim parts of your application as confidentia{, p!ease
provide us with a public information copy_of the application.
The public information copy must be ident1ca1-to ﬁhe fu11.ap4
plication with the exclusion of the confidential information.
If you have any questions, please call the person indicated in the Part B request
letter. Thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely yours,

Karl J. Klepitsch, Jr., Chief
Waste Management Branch



“.;\1‘-'3 STar, _ o UNITED STATES .

é’-: ‘ ﬂ (% EMVIRONMENTAL F:'?*(‘}TECTiON AGENCY

3 PJ?B’:Z & PEGION V _ .

3 3 € 22n SQUTH DEARBORPN &T.

”“‘y, “ : CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60804 . ; .
FE@22 : 5 - ~ REPLY TO ATTENTION OF:
Mr. Rick Rosen; General Manager ' ; : RCRA ACTIVITIES

Union Scrap Iron & Metal Company
210 15th Avenue North
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55411

RE: Interim Status Acknowledgement USEPA ID No. MNT280010265
FACILITY NAME: Union Scrap Iron & Metal Company

;bear.Mr. Rosen:

This is to acknowledge that the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA)

has completed processing your Part A Hazardous Waste Permit Appllcat1on. v

is the opinion of this office that the information submitted is complete and

‘that you, as an owner or operator of a hazardous waste management facility, have

met the requirements of Section 3005{e) of the Resource Conservation and Recovery

Act (RCRA) for Interim Status. However, should USEPA obtain information which
indicates that your application was 1ncomp1ete or inaccurate, you may be requested

to provide further documentation of -your claim for Interim Status. Our opinien :
will be reevaluated on the bas1s of this 1nfonnat1on. o

- As ‘an- owner or operator of a hazardous waste management fac111ty, you are required

- to comply with the interim status standards as prescribed in 40 CFR Parts 122 and
265, or with State rules and regulations in those States which have been authorized
under Section 3006 of RCRA. In addition, you are reminded that operating under
interim status does not relieve you from the need to comply with all applicable
State and local requirements.

The printout enclosed with this letter identifies the Timit(s) of the process
design capacities your facility may use during the interim status period. This
information was obtained from your Part A Permit application. If you wish to
handle new wastes, to change processes, to increase the design capacity of existing
processes, or to change ownership or Operat1ona1 control of the fac111ty you may
do so only as provided in 40 CFR Sections 122.22 and 122.23.

‘As stated in the first paragraph of this letter, you have met the requirements

of 40 CFR Part 122.23; your facility may operate under interim status until such

time as a pemit is 1ssued or denied. This will be preceded by a request from .

this office or the State (if authorized) for Part B of your application. Please

contact Arthur Kawatachi of my staff at (312) 886-7449, if you have any questions
concerning this letter or the enclosure. o

Sincerely yours,

. 4422;527 kgﬁ
5;;%??2%2;2125%4 -
Karl J. Kleditsch, dr. FChief ;L/“ _

Waste Management Branch

Enclosure



FACILITY NAME

UNION SCRAP IRON & METAL COMPANY

FACILITY OPERATAOR

UNION SCRAP IRON & METAL €O,

FACILITY OWNER

UNION SCRAP IRON & METAL CO,

FACILITY LOCATICN

1608 WASHINGTON AVENUE NORTH
MINNEAPOLIS MN

PROCESS CODE

101 9999999999,99900
503 ' 100000,00000
"'-'"--'-**KEY**""-"""--"-9""-"""""'---""'""--"---'._--"'-------"""'-"’
PRO= APPROPRIATE
CESS UNITS OF
PROCESS CODE MEASURE
STORAGE:
CONTAINER 501 GCRL
TAKNK S02 G OR L
WASTE PILE 803 Y OR C
SURFACE IMPQUNDMENT 504 G OR L
DISPOSAL:
INJECTION WELL D79 G,L,us, OR V
LANDFILL D8o A OR F.
LAND APPLICATION psgil B OR @
OCEAN DISPOSAL D82 "UOCR Y
SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT De3 G OR L
TREATMENT '
TANK : T04 UOR V
SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT To2 UOR Y
INCINERATOR TD3 D,w,E, OR H
OTHER TO4 JyRyN,5, U,V

55411

DESIGN CAPACITY

* ok ok k ok Xk ¥k K &k &k &k k K ¥ k k ok & &k k ¥ k %k

EPA ID NUMBER

MNT280010265

UNIT OF MEASURE
U
Y

UNIT OF
MEASURE

GALLONS

LITERS

CUBIC YARDS
CUBIC METERS
GALLONS PER DAY
LITERS PER DAY
TONS PER HDUR
METRIC TONS\HOUR
GALLONS\HROUR
LITERS\HOUR
ACRE~FEET
HECTARE=METER
ACRES

HECTARES
POUNDS\HOUR
KILOGRAMS\HOUR
TONS PER DAY
METRIC TONSN\DAY

CODE

NZUVLDETMPIMECOCOLEDR



ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF NOTIFICATION
OF HAZARDOUS WASTE ACTIVITY
{VERIFICATION)

This is to acknowledge that you have filed a Notification of Hazardous Waste Activity for
the installation located at the address shown in the box below to comply with Section 3010
of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Your EPA Identification Number
for that installation appears in the box below. The EPA Identification Number must be in-
cluded on all shipping manifests for transporting hazardous wastes; on all Annual Reports
that generators of hazardous waste, and owners and operators of hazardous waste treatment,
storage and disposal facilities must file with EPA; on all applications for a Federal Hazard-
ous Waste Permit; and other hazardous waste management reports and documents required

under Subtitle C of RCRA.

EPA 1.D. NUMBER

INSTALLATION ADDRDRESS

EPA Form 8700-128 {4-80}

o f '
h . Fona i i A owwe gn

=

T B RN T E=Y

WNT280010265  REACANCHLEDGEMENT

GTEN AYENUE NORTH

Q8745781




?Iease prmt or type with ELITE type (72 charac..”

f-‘onn.AJ.Dpkoved OMB No. 158-s79018 . |

*’-‘nch} in the unshaded areas onEy. CSA No. 0246-EPA-OT

AoertacHi

A D”ETACH A

Mark' "X" in the appropnate box to dl'

1€ this is na

EPA Form 8700-12 {6-80)
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I.D. - FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

uTialslolo] o6

IX. DESCRIPTION OF HAZARDOUS WASTES (continued from front)

A.HAZARDOUS WASTES FROM NON—SPECIFIC SOURCES. Enter the four—digit number from 40 CFR Part 261.31 for each listed hazardous
waste from non—specific sources your installation handles. Use additional sheets if necessary.

i 2 3 4 5 &

z3 & 25 23 = 26 23 = 26 23 73 26 23 3 28 23 3 26

73 =76 B e 23 - 26 23 - z6 z3 S Z3 - 26

B. HAZARDOUS WASTES FROM SPECIFIC SOURCES. Enter the four—digit number from 40 CFR Part 261.32 for each listed hazardous waste from
specific industrial sources your installation handles. Use additional sheets if necessary.

v HoOv.l34 Y

13 14 15 16 17 18
e
23 - 26 T S 26 TE e, 26 23 T 26 23 = 26 23 = 26
19 20 21 22 23 24
23 = 26 23 = 26 FE] = 26 23 = 26 23 S 23 B 26
25 26 27 28 29 30
21 = 26 23 - 26 23 — 26 23 = 28 23 - 26 23 - 26

C. COMMERCIAL CHEMICAL PRODUCT HAZARDOUS WASTES. Enter the four—digit number from 40 CFR Part 261.33 for each chemical sub-
stance your installation handles which may be a hazardous waste. Use additional sheets if necessary.

31 32 33 a4 35 36

Z3 = 26 RETT e 23" - 25 | = 26 I3 - @ I r e 26
37 38 39 40 41 42

23 = a8 DT Sl iy | 23 = 26 3= —=+ 26 23 = 26 23 = 26 |
43 44 45 46 47 48

23 = 26 23 = 26 T 26 FE] s 26 T T I 26 23 - 26

D.LISTED INFECTIOUS WASTES. Enter the four—digit number from 40 CFR Part 261.34 for each listed hazardous waste from hospitals, veterinary
hospitals, medical and research laboratories your installation handles. Use additional sheets if necessary.

49 50 51 52 53 54

23 T 28 2-3 K= z3 iz 26 23 i 26 23 = 26 23 ) 26

E.CHARACTERISTICS OF NON—LISTED HAZARDOUS WASTES. Mark "X in the boxes corresponding to the characteristics of non—listed
hazardous wastes your installation handles. (See 40 CFR Parts 261.21 — 261.24.)

1. 1emiTABLE Elz. CORROSIVE [Is. reacTive kla. Toxic
(D0D1) (Do02) (D003) [Do00)

X, CERTIFICATION

" I certify under penalty of law that I have personglly examined and am familiar with the information submitted in this and all
attached documents, and that based on my inquiry of those individuals immediately responsible for obtaining the information,
I believ at the submitted information is true, accurate, and complete. I am aware that there are significant penalties for sub-
mitting false information, including thf?/pa‘s'sa!'bflity of fine and imprisonment.

' H2>vY.L134 "

7\ 24
SIGNATU | NAME B OFFICIAL TITLE (type or print) DATE SIGNED
i/ Richard B. Rosen
| General Mamager 8-1-80
—

EFA Form 8700-12 (6-80) REVERSE



yays (0 e

UNION Scrap [RON & MEeTAL Co.

;ify, NON-FERROUS
X % SCRAP METALS

IRON AND
STEEL SCRAP

210 FIFTEENTH AVE. NO.
MINNEAPOLIS, MINNESOTA 55411

TELEPHONE: §22-4471

November 15,1982
Mr. Karl J. Klepitsch,Jdr. A
Chief, Waste Management Branch
United States Environmental
Protection Agency, Region V
RCRA Activities

111 West Jackson Boulevard
Chicago, Illinois 60604

Re: Part A Application - Non-hazardous waste
Union Scrap Iron & Metal Company
USEPA ID No. MNT 280010265(- 7 7<= o &A

Dear Mr. Klepitsch:

The purpose of this letter is to bring you up to date as to
the status of the above mentioned plant regarding EPA
hazardous waste activities. A Notification of Hazardous Waste
Activity Form was filed August 1,1980. General Information
Form 1 and Permit Application Form 3 were filed November 5,
1980. On May 28,1982, USEPA sent by registered mail a letter
requesting submission of our Part B application by November
28;1982.

When we originally filed our application we indicated that we
had a pile of waste which was EP Toxic due to lead content.
The material in question is chips from rubber battery cases.

is now being used as a component material for road construction.
It is suitable for use as a substitute for aggregate in the
base course asphalt. By blending it in with asphalt, we limit
lead leaching. A blend of 10% maximum results in material that
will not only pass EP and water leachate tests, but also
maintains satisfactory properties for the bituminous mixture.

|

\

|
¥e were holding-that-material. fer reecyeling-and resale, and it

After this base layer is installed, another four inches of
asphalt without rubber chips is installed over the base layer.
This prevents surface water infiltration. Highway/road design
necessarily includes water drainage systems which would eliminate
any pondlng of water. In actual usage, the large highway jobs

we are going to use will provide the opportunity to further
reduce the blend percentage of scrap rubber below 10%



2. Mr. Karl J. Klepitsch,Jr., November 15,1982

We have submitted our proposal in detail to the Minnesota
Pollution Control Agency and they have indicated that it is
acceptable to them. Additionally, the Minnesota Department

of Transportation has accepted the plan. We are in the process
of negotiating an overall agreement with MPCA regarding

this plant site and the reuse of the scrap rubber pile is

a vital component of that plan.

When we originally filed our application we were not fully
advised of the recycling exemption and its application to
this plant. It is now apparent that the plant is exempt from
the permitting process under Section 3005 of RCRA. Therefore,
we are hereby asking that our permit application be withdrawn.
The material is clearly covered by the recycling-reuse
exemption and therefore, this facility handles no hazardous
wastes which need to be reported. '

I certify under penalty of law that I have personally

examined and am familiar with the information submitted in

this document and that based on my inquiry of those individuals

immediately responsible for obtaining the information, I believe
that the information is true, accurate and complete. I am

aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false

information including the possibility of fine and imprisonment.

Very truly yours,

UN?Q%\SCRAP I?@N{Q}METAL COMPANY
oSN 1\ j

( 1~ 5
QWG 42 el ALV

Sol H. Rosen, President



MAY 2 & 1982

CERTIFIED WAL
FETURY RECETPY REQUESTED

fick Rosea, Senmeral Manager

tinign Scrap Iron & Metal Coapany =
210 15th Avenue ‘ :
Hinneapalis, Minsesota 55411

RE: HNT28001026% '
Union Scrap Iron & Meta) Company
1608 Mashington Avenus, North
Hianeapolis, Yinneseta 55411

Bgar ¥Hr. Rosen:

By now you shovld have received an acknowledgesent of our receipt of your
Part A perwit application material for the above-referenced hazardous waste
facility under the Resource Coaservition and Recovery Act, as amendec {RCRA)
perait program. You should also have been apprised of your cendition rela-
tive to interim status. '

Accordingly, this letter constitutes the next step in the formal process Tead=
ing to issusnce or denisl of an RCRA permit. Under the authority of 42 CFR
122,22, this is & formal request for submittal of Part G of your application
for the above-referenced facility.

Enclosed is a copy of 40 CFR 122.25 which 1ists the ftews that coastitute a
part & for your facility. Your Part £ applicatics sust be subaitted inm
quadruplicate and postmarked no later than lovember 30, 1982, Please send
your applicatfon to the following address: i

BCRA ACTIVITIES

Part £ Peruit Application
USEPA, Region V

P.0. Box A3587

Chicago, [1lincis 606503587

W are committed to conducting the RCRA permitting process as efficientiy as
possible, Conseguently I suggest you contact Fir. Kemneth Skahn of my staff at
(312) 896-6148, &5 you begin preparing your application. Pr. Skahn will bGe
available to discuss specific needs of your application or to wmeet with you
in Chicago. These efforts are intended to generate couplete applications,
without regquiring any information beyend that which 1s necessary to make RCRA
permit decisions. 2 f



: =

While your complete application is due mo later than the above date, you are
encouraged to submit at your sarliest opportunity those components which have
been completed, Severzl interis status documents 2ise are used as components
of your Part € applicaticn., Included are such ftems a3 your waste analysis
plan, contingency plan, closure plan, ete., each of which may be submitted to-
this office immediately, to initiste the processing of your Part & application.

Failure to furnish yowr complete Part & application by the above date, and to
provide in full all required information, 1s grounds for terzinztion of iInterim

Information you submit ia the Part 2 application can be disclosed to the publie,
according to the Freedom of Inforsation Act and U.S. Envirommental Protection
Agency (USEPA)} Fresdom of Information regulations. If you wish, however, you
wgy assert & claim of busimess confidentiality by printing the word “Confidene
tial® on sack page of the application which you believe contains confidential
business information. USEPA will review business confidentiality claims under
regulations at 40 CFR Part 2, and will later request substastiatios of any
clatms. Please review these rules carefully before making a clatm.

#e have 3180 enclosed a copy of 40 CFR Part 284 which includes technical stand-
ards for the operation of treatmeat and storage facilities. Thess standards
will becowe applicable wupon issuance of a permit te your facility by USEPA.

we will coordinmate review of your application with the Mianesota Pollution
Contral Agency, and if your applicatien is acceptable, will strive for & sisul-
taneous issuvance of Federal and State hazerdous waste facility perwits. It is
pessible that during the processing of your application, the State hazardous
waste program may bSecome authorized te issue RORA permits for your type of
facility. In that case, direct Federal processing will cease, and the State
in 1ieu of USEPA wil) make the fimal determination on your application. -

e look forward to receiving your Part B application.

Sincerely yours,
Original signed by
Karl J. Klepitsch, Jr.

Karl J. Klepitseh, Jdr., Chief
Haste Mapagement Oranch

foclosures: 49 CFR 122.25
' 40 CFR 264

¢g: Jamgs Warner, HPCA
Sel H, Rosen
g '--:'--7-:.”1!aii!§~5cl'-ap,;m & Metal Company

bee: 'Part A File
staff Contact



Please print or type in the unshaded areas only

Form Approved OMB No. 158-R0175

{fill—in areas are spaced for elite type, i.e., 12 characters/inch).
« FORM u
< EPA
ENERAL w

Consolidated Permits Program
(Read the “"General Instructions” before starting.)

NVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

GENERAL INFORMATION

M7 800

I. EPA [.D. NUMBER
[§ 265
13

=N

h
Vi

BSOSO

FACILITY
‘LOCATION

b

IL POLLUTANT CHARACTERISTICS

if the supplemental form is attached. if you answer “n

NN

PLEASE PLACE LABEL IN THIS SPACE.

F
[l
GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS

If a preprinted label has been provided, affix
it in the designated space. Review the inform-
ation carefully; if any of it is incorrect, cross
through it and enter the correct data in the
appropriate fill—in area below. Also, if any of
the preprinted data is absent (the area to the
left of the lsbel space lisis the information
that should appear), please provide it in the
proper fill—in areafs) below, If the label is
complete and correct, you need not complete
Items 1, I, V, end VI fexcept VI-B which
must be completed regardless). Complete all
items if no label has been provided. Refer to
the instructions for detailed item descrip-
tions and for the legal authorizations under

which this data is collected.

INSTRUCTIONS: Complete A through J to determine whether you need to submit any permit application forms to the EPA. If you answer “yes” to any
questions, you must submit this form and the supplemental form listed in the parenthesis following the question. Mark “X" in the box in the third column
0" to each gquestion, you need not submit any of these forms. You may answer “no
is excluded from permit requirements; see Section C of the instructions. See also, Section D of the instructions for definitions of bold—faced terms.

™ if your activity

MARK X MARK "X'
SREEIEICIQUESTICNE ves | no [, RoEM_ SPECIFIC QUESTIONS ves | wo [ 500N |
A. Is this facility a publicly owned treatment works B. POGS or will this facility (either existing or progawd)
which results in a discharge to waters of the U.5.? X include & concentrated animal feeding operation or %
{FORM 2A) aquatic enimail production facility which results in a
BRI = discharge to waters of the U.S.7? (FORM 2B} PR (BT =
C. Is this a facility which currently results in discharges D. Is this a proposed facility (other than those described X
to waters of the U.S. other than those described in X in A or B above) which will result in a discharge to
A or B above? (FORM 2C) 22| 22 74 waters of the U.S.? (FORM 2D) z | 26 27
: ’ ; s 2 F. Do you or will you inject at this facility industrial or
E. Eoef'd‘:lw'" th;g ‘Egé“m st}reat, store, or dispose of | x municipal effluent below the lowermost stratum con- %
AEdraOUSWasLas taining, within one quarter mile of the well bore,
I 57 underground sources of drinking water? (FORM 4) TR T =
G. Do you or will you inject at this facility any produced A s i o8 .
water or other fluids which are brought to the surface X H. qol you or will vo,:" et thlsffac!i}atvgimc:‘s fgr SP?
in connection with conventional oil or natural gas pro- J cia pmcessles ULy mlnifng L s"'l ur by the Frasc X
duction, inject fluids used for enhanced recovery of p"’“‘: f’° u;*.l;:mimlmng B m'"f,"a 5 '?:‘ s'tul""mb“s'
oil or natural gas, or inject fluids for storage of liquid }?QH(;}I 4‘;“' gty OF (RODVEPY DF Qeatharmal prsraye
hydrocarbons? (FORM 4) 3 | = 3= ) N L £
I. Is this tacility a proposed stationary source which is J. s this facility a proposed stationary source which is
one of the 28 industrial categories listed in the in- ¥ NOT one of the 2B industrial categories listed in the X
structions and which will potentially emit 100 tons instructions and which will potentially emit 250 tons
per year of any air pollutant regulated under the per year of any air pollutant regulated under the Clean
Clean Air Act and may affect or be located in an Air Act and may affect or be located in an attainment
: attainment area? (FORM 5) “ao | ar az area? (FORM 5) a3 | 4 [
i, NAME OF FACILITY
[ =] T T_ | T L
e Uniion Scrap Iron & Metal Compaany
e il ISR
IV. FACILITY CONTACT
A. MAME & TITLE (last, first, & title) B. PHONE (area code & no.)
___c_‘ I T i 1 T I ” T T i I I 1 i ] i T T T ] 1 T T 1 1] I T ] 1 I I T T
2Rasen,'Rl1Lr:_L_< benerva l Mamnadge 2612 Bee 4471
15 16 = = > .l! 26 3 = .-ll -l9I o .!| 52 t : .55
V. FACILITY MAILING ADDRESS
A.STREET OR P.0. BOX
- T e e S e e L L e T e L e S T
se 1 d-15th Avenue North
18] 16 i - R =TT
H. CITY OR TOWN C.STATE| D. ZIP CODE
[ c ] T I 1 I I ] | I | Al i ] 1 1 ] 1 ] I I I I ] 1 I | 1 | I 1 T
4l 1 nneapolis 554 11
5] 16 - "Z0 | T .. et 's'
Vi. FACILITY LOCATION
A.STREET, ROUTE NO. OR OTHER SPECIFIC IDENTIFIER
L 1 I 1 1 I T ] 1 ] I 1 1 I ] T I T T T i i ] I ] T T T T
8l 1608 Washiogton Ave. Nao.
dsjs f = e % 3%
B. COUNTY NAME
{FRE) N (e R VOO PRV PN R R R A (R R R I T == Y
A e nnae@.in
= £ " i n i e
C.CITY OR TOWN D.STATE| E.ZIPCODE | F: ce:)ggg:"ﬁons
L T 1 T T T ] T T T T T 1 T T I 1 ] ] 1 ] ] I T T T T 1  §
sn’llﬂneapolls Mn @ 85411 tf)S
ﬁiﬁ l_‘_-_l- J } p : . 2 -IIIIZ -31'J ‘-l 81 s l-l
EPA Form 3510-1 (6-80}

CONTINUE ON REVERSE



ONTINUED FROM THE FRONT
VII. SIC CODES (4-digit, in order of priority)

’ . -
_ - L, S

A, FIRST ) B, SECOND
bel 1 11 lepecify) el T T T Tispecify)
7 5[‘93 metal processing B
15 1 18 15118 2. 19

C. THIRD D. FOURTH
el U TV fspecify) le T T T T T(specify)
| R 7
45 ] 15 = 19

Viil. OPERATOR INFORMATION

A, NAME ¢ : IB. is the name listed In
L R R U T T e A L o g RV U T TR T ::;Te:;"'Aﬂ*”tha
| R R e R S TR S R RN S =
15| 18 i = 66
€. STATUS OF OPERATOR (Enter the appropriate letter into the answer box, if “‘Other”, specify.) D. PHONE (areg code & no.)
F = FEDERAL M = PUBLIC (other than Jederal or state) {specify) ey ! e P
S = STATE O = OTHER (specify) P A 612 G222 4471
P = PRIVATE [0 s | 16 - w8} lie - =21] |22 - 28 |
E. STREET OR P.O. BOX
| PR i S R M G | T R e R S e e e e S e i
2. ‘J— "5 £t h" A v e. N o.
= ,‘ e s
F. CITY OR TOWN .G.S'-I'A'l'é H. ZIP cODE |IX, INDIAN LAND
LTI S T S T SR i e g i FR B R TR IR e £ AT J T T T Fis the facility located on Indian |ands?
i1 nine a@olis Mn {55411 C1¥YES bkJ NO
i il 1 1 L 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L i 'l L 3 1 1 i I d 1 1 B2
15 | 16 - 40| a4y a2 a7 - 51
X. EXISTING ENVIRONMENTAL PERMITS
A. NFDES (Discharges to Surface Water) D. PSD {Air Emissions from Proposed Sources)
5 [ B ]N A i SR T EEIN s R W TS i PR G R e !
9 N L i L L 1 1 ' L L Il L 1 g P L A i A i 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
95 117 |18 = 30 | 15]4s | 170 18 = 30
B. uic (Underground Injection of Fluids) E. OTHER (specify)
| T 1 | ] I ] T i St g | o i 1wt T ] | I ] I 1 1 ] 1 2
; 9‘ EJ - N A g‘ . NA (specify)
95 p a6 f17 | 98 * ; ; = : ; ol v % 4 S - I!’O 15|18 | 17 III‘ - . = : - ; t & = 30
c. RCRA (Hazardous Wastes) E. OTHER (specify)
[=H Iy 1 el D E I L T Ny 711 D L R Y E L :
NA (specify)
9 R N 1 1 I 1 I L 1 i 1 1 1 9 1 i 1 1 N Al A i L 1 i 1
(45 16 117 1B e 30 15816l 17 ] 18, - 30

Attach to this application a topographic map of the area extending to at least one mile beyond preperty bounderies. The map must show
the outline of the facility, the location of each of its existing and proposed intake and discharge structures, each of its hazardous waste
treatment, storage, or disposal facilities, and each well where it injects fluids underground. Include all springs, rivers and other surface
water bodies in the map area. See instructions for precise requirements. = f ﬁ /5‘0

XIl. NATURE OF BUSINESS (provide a brief description)/,

Scrap battery tops and cases are processed and seperated
into component parts i.e. hard lead, lead oxide, polypropylene

and hard rubher.
F? %y

Xi—ll. CERTIFICATION fsee instructions)

I certify under penaity of law that [ have personally examined and am familiar with the information submitted in this application and all
attachments and that, based on my mqurry of those persons immediately responsible for obtaining the information contained in the
application, I believe that the information is true, accurate and complete. | am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting

fafae information, including the possibility of fine and Jmpnsanment. .|
1

A. NAME & OFFICIAL TITLE (type or print) C. DATE SIGNED

Sal H. Rosen,President 11-5-80

COMMENTS FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

42 U o TR I S R, [ ] e

c

PA Form 3510-1 (6-80) REVERSE
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Please print or type in the unshaded areas only .Q
(f&!—in areas are spaced for elite type, i.e., 12 che™<ters/inch). Form Approved OMB No. 158-580004

FORM

: 3 u.i VIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 1. EPA LD, NUMBER
£ HAZAFwOUS WASTE PERMIT APPLICATION = T N
‘.’ Consolidated Permits Program F 7 Q_ d Z % 3 1
RCRA (This information is required under Section 3005 of RCRA.) - ns
FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY
sl i comments
"33 | 24 25

I1. FIRST OR REVISED APPEICATION

Place an “X" in the appropriate box in A or B below (mark one box only) ta indicate whether this is the first application you are submitting for your facility or a
revised application. If this is your first application and you already know your facility’s EPA 1.D. Number, or if this is a revised application, enter your facility’s
EPA |.D. Number in Item | above.

A, FIRST APPLICATION (place an X" below and provide the appropriate date)

[X]1. EXISTING FACILITY (See instructions for definition of “‘existing" fdcility. 2.NEW FACILITY (Complete item below.)

7 Complete item below.) ] NA FOR NEW FACILITIES,
= YR, o. avy | FOR EXISTING FACILITIES, PROVIDE THE DATE (yr., mo., & day) o — — Fyl?‘o:z:)ns&'lélz% %:EEA-
g 7 12 [+ il JT OPERATION BEGAN OR THE DATE CONSTRUCTION COMMENCED l l | N BLC AN Sie

(use the boxes to the left) EXPECTED TO BEGIN
15 73 74 75 76 T 78 73 74 75 76 P d 78
B. REVISED APPLICATION (place an "X " below and complete Item I above) y
[(]1. FACILITY HAS INTERIM STATUS NA [J2. FACILITY HAS A RCRA PERMIT
2

[T PROCESSES — CODES AND DESIGN CAACtTIES S

A. PROCESS CODE — Enter the code from the list of process codes below that best describes each process to be used at the facility, Ten lines are provided for
entering codes. If more lines are needed, enter the code(s) in the space provided. |f a process will be used that is not included in the list of codes below, then
describe the process (including its design capacity) in the space provided on the form (ltem [11-C).

B. PROCESS DESIGN CAPACITY — For each code entered in column A enter the capacity of the process.
1. AMOUNT — Enter the amount,
2. UNIT OF MEASURE — Faor each amount entered in column B(1), enter the code from the list of unit measure codes below that describes the unit of
measure used. Only the units of measure that are listed below should be used.

PRO- APPROPRIATE UNITS OF PRO- APPROPRIATE UNITS OF
CESS MEASURE FOR PROCESS CESS MEASURE FOR PROCESS
PROCESS CODE DESIGN CAPACITY
Storage: Treatment:
CONTAINER (barrel, drum, etc.) S01 GALLONS OR LITERS TANK TO01 GALLONS PER DAY OR
TANK 502 GALLONS OR LITERS LITERS PER DAY
WASTE PILE S03 CUBIC YARDS OR SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT T02 GALLONS PER DAY OR
CUBIC METERS 1 LITERS PER DAY
SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT 504 GALLONS OR LITERS INCINERATOR TO03 TONS PER HOUR OR
METRIC TONS PER HOUR;
Disposal: GALLONS PER HOUR OR
INJECTION WELL. D79 GALLONS OR LITERS = LIPERS PERIHOUER
LANDFILL DBO0 ACRE-FEET (the volume that OTHER (Use for physical, chemical, T04 GALLONS PER DAY OR
would cover one acre to a thermal or biological treatment LITERS PER DAY
depth of one foot) OR processes not occurring in tanks,
HECTARE-METER . surface impoundments or inciner-
LAND APPLICATION D81 ACRES OR HECTARES ators. Deseribe the processes in
OCEAN DISPOSAL D82 GALLONS PER DAY OR the space provided; Item III-C.)
LITERS PER DAY
SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT DB3 GALLONS OR LITERS
UNIT OF UNIT OF UNIT OF
MEASURE MEASURE , MEASURE
UNIT OF MEASURE CODE UNIT OF MEASURE - CODE UNIT OF MEASURE CODE
BALEGNE.. O 5 v i ¢ s bk e G LITERS PER DAY . . , . . e o R e v BACREFEET: « om0 cwn ko § 2e/s 0w bk A
B L A B S SR W W e L TONSPER HOUR . . i . ia s s s'sis s D HECTARE-METER. . . . . , 4 ¢ 4o+« 4 F
COUBIC WRARDE & i L wa il o s b aidid ¥~ METRIC TONSPERHOUR. .. ... .. w L n g e e AR S (R R L e B
CUBICMETERS . . . . v v o0 v o vea € GALLONS PERHOUR . .. ....... E BECTARER = 5 rt-sns s bl s s e Q
GALLONSPER DAY .. ...t .xa u LITERSPERHOUR . , . ., . ....,.. H |

EXAMPLE FOR COMPLETING ITEM Il (shown in line numbers X-1 and X-2 below): A facility has two storage tanks, one tank can hold 200 gallons and the
other can hold 400 gallons, The facility also has an incinerator that can burn up to 20 gallons per hour.,

e pur T D N A e e e B O

B. PR N ! : : J
% a. prO- OCESS DESIGN CAPACITY iy | a. ProO- B. PROCESS DESIGN CAPACITY =
m| CEBS : 2.UNIT lopriciaL) o SESS > Mea{OFFICIAL
W= CODE 1. AMOUNT OF MEA-| o] CODE 1 AMOLENT OF MEA-
2 5| (from list “fapecify) f SURE USEY ZE (from list MO SURE USE
52| avove) anger R0l = 2| ‘above) : L ey Wb
15 = 18 |19 - 27 A' I'E 2. 3—%# 18 - 18 i3 & L 28 '_.2! = a2
X-1|S510(2 600 G 5
X-2T|0|(3 20 E 0
([T]d 1 3.5#(lead & lead . | -
; ox ide) D
2l5|8| 3 .1254#(rubber) D 8
3 9
4 10
16 k= i8 | 19 = 27 z8 29 = 3z 16 ! 18) 15 > 27 T 29 - EF3

EPA Form 3510-3 (6-80) PAGE 1 OF 5 CONTINUE ON-HEVERSE



Continued from the front.

T11. PROCESSES (conrinued) NI

C. SPACE FOR ADDITIONAL PROCESS CODES OR FOR DESCRIBING OTHER PROCESSES (code "“T04"). FOR EACH PROCESS ENTERED HERE
INCLUDE DESIGN CAPACITY.

IV. DESCRIPTION OF HAZARDOUS WASTES

A, EPA HAZARDOUS WASTE NUM — Enter the four—digit number from R, Subpart D for each listed hazardous waste you will handle, I you
handle hazardous wastes which are not listed in 40 CFR, Subpart D, enter the four—-dlglt number(s) from 40 CFR, Subpart C that describes the characteris-
tics and/or the toxic contaminants of those hazardous wastes.

B. ESTIMATED ANNUAL QUANTITY — For each listed waste entered in column A estimate the quantity of that waste that will be handled on an annual
basis, For each characteristic or toxic contaminant entered in column A estimate the total annual guantity of all the non—listed wastefs/ that will be handled
which possess that characteristic or contaminant.

C. UNIT OF MEASURE — For each quantity entered in column B enter the unit of measure code, Units of measure which must be used and the appropriate

codes are:
ENGLISHUNITOFMEASURE ~ CODE METRICUNITOFMEASURE = CODE
ERURNEEI! 2 . s el S e e P IO GRS Ll s« o 5% e e aae i s oy . all o K
1001 7 e, T, W SR gt TR Tt | g Wy iy METRICTCINS- 5 e Al o ey g vl s 3 M

If facility records use any other unit of measure for quantity, the units of measure must be converted into one of the required units of measure taking into
account the appropriate density or specific gravity of the waste.

D. PROCESSES
1. PROCESS CODES: ]

For listed hazardous waste: For each listed hazardous waste entered in column A select the codefs) from the list of process codes contained in ltem 111
to indicate how the waste will be stored, treated, and/or disposed of at the facility.
For non—listed hazardous wastes: For each characteristic or toxic contaminant entered in column A, select the code(s) from the list of process codes
contained in Item |1l to indicate all the processes that will be used to store, treat, and/or dispose of all the non—Ilisted hazardous wastes that possess
that characteristic or toxic contaminant.
Note: Four spaces are provided for entering process codes. If more are needed: (1) Enter the first three as described above; (2) Enter “000” in the
extreme right box of Item IV-D(1); and (3) Enter in the space provided on page 4, the line number and the additional codef(s].

2. PROCESS DESCRIPTION: If a code is not listed for a process that will be used, describe the process in the space provided on the form.

NOTE: HAZARDOUS WASTES DESCRIBED BY MORE THAN ONE EPA HAZARDOUS WASTE NUMBER — Hazardous wastes that can be described by
more than one EPA Hazardous Waste Number shall be described on the form as follows:
1. Select one of the EPA Hazardous Waste Numbers and enter it in column A. On the same line complete columns B,C, and D by estimating the total annual
© guantity of the waste and describing all the processes to be used to treat, store, and/or dispose of the waste.
2. In column A of the next line enter the other EPA Hazardous Waste Number that can be used to describe the waste. In column D(2) on that line enter
*  "included with above” and make no other entries on that line.
3. Repeat step 2 for each other EPA Hazardous Waste Number that can be used to describe the hazardous waste.

EXAMPLE FOR COMPLETING ITEM IV (shown in line numbers X-1, X-2, X-3, and X-4 below) — A facility will treat and dispose of an estimated 900 pounds
per year of chrome shavings from leather tanning and finishing operation, In addition, the facility will treat and dispose of three non—listed wastes. Two wastes
are corrosive only and there will be an estimated 200 pounds per year of each waste. The other waste is corrosive and ignitable and there will be an estimated
100 pounds per year of that waste. Treatment will be in an incinerator and disposal will be in a landfill.

A. EPA C.UNIT D. PROCESSES
l;-] ) #:SZTAERNDC') s LEJST:\:%ATEDFANNUTAL o;‘-"w'l‘ia 1. PROCESS CODES 2. PROCESS DESCRIPTION
:g (enter code) AL R WA T fc‘f’"‘{:j' i (enter) (if a code is not entered in D(1))
LI | AL e |
X-1|K[0|5 |4 900 Pl |To3D8O
=y i | | |
X-2|Dj010|2 400 Pl T 0 3 DRSSO b
Lig | | el | Tl
X-3|D|0|0 |1 100 PliT 0 21805800
|1 | | B! 1 | {1
X-41D|0(0|2 included with above

EPA Form 3510-3 (6-80) ' PAGE 2 OF 5 CONTINUE ON PAGE 3
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Continued from the front.

. <

1V. DESCRIPTION OF HAZARDOUS WAS' o (continued) s I8
E. USE THIS SPACE TO LIST ADDITIONAL PROCESS CODES FROM ITEM D[1) ON PAGE 3.

EPA 1.D. NO. (enter from page 1)
s b , J TIA ©
IMMTI25h b1/ 1265 13
3 132 . = 3] 1a
V. FACILITY DRAWING
All existing facilities must include in the space provided on page 5 a scale drawing of the facility (see instructions for more detail). / ¢ " -

VI. PHOTOGRAPHS

Alf existing facilities must include photographs (aerial or ground—level) that clearly delineate all existing structures; existing stgrage,
treatment and disposal areas; and sites of future storage, treatment or disposal areas (see instructions for more detail). £~ (& £5, &1

TL. FACILITY GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION

LATITUDE (degrees, minutes, & seconds)

LONGITUDE (degrees, minutes, & seconds)

7 5 - lagq ¢ |¢_93 16 | &2 S26¢

65 6 657 68 [ e 7 78 76 FE s X

ViII. FACILITY OWNER

E A. If the facility owner is also the facility operator as listed in Section VIli on Form 1, "General Information”, place an ""X'" in the box to the left and
skip to Section | X below,

B. If the facility owner is not the facility operator as listed in Section V111 on Form 1, complete the following items:

IX. OWNER CERTIFICATION

| certify under penalty of law that | have personally examined and am familiar with the information submitted in this and all attached
documents, and that based on my inquiry of those individuals immediately responsible for obtaining the information, | believe that the
submitted information is true, accurate, and complete. | am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false information,
including the possibility of fine and imprisonment. m

1.NAME OF FACILITY'S LEGAL OWNER 2. PHONE NO. (area code & no.)
e = 55 |56 - 58 B3 - 61 62 = &5
3. STREET OR P.O. BOX 4. CITY OR TOWN 5.85T. 6. ZIP CODE
e c i
& G
15016 = - a7 =

[ c. DATE siGNED

P s
A. NAME (print or type) RE ‘

Sol H. Rosen

X, QPERATOR CERTIFICATION

| certify under penalty of law that | have personally examined and am familiar with the information submitted in this and all attached
documents, and that based on my inquiry of those individuals immediately responsible for obtaining the information, | believe that the

ubmitted information is true, accurate, and complete, | am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false information,
including the possibility of fine and imprisonment,

Nov. 5, 1980

A. NAME (print or type) B. SIGNATURE C. DATE SIGNED

NA

===

EPA Form 3510-3 (6-80) PAGE 4 OF 5 CONTINUE ON PAGES




Contmuad Jfrom page 2.

NOTE: Phatacopy this page before completing if yc,

.ave more than 26 wastes to list.

2?

Form Approved OMB No. 758-580004

EPA I.D. NUMBER (enter from page 1)

W 47|12 7|8

4|12 |¢/5 3] 1

-

13114 [ 18

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

0

IV. DESCRIPTION OF HAZARDOUS WASTES (continued

A. EPA
HAZARD.
ASTENO
(enter code)

LINE
NO.

B. ESTIMATED ANNUAL

QUANTITY OF WASTE

C.UNIT

DUP

D. PROCESSES

\\

OF MEA
SURE
(enter
code)

1. PROCESS CODES
(enter) i

ROCESS DESCRIPTION
(lfn cm?ecil not entered in D(1))

= =

—_—

D| 4O

2600+ 125 Eaﬁ#

27 = 8|27 - 2@ 1327 - I8

¥ = 3¢

D| Qoo

728

D[S 5 E]

ETY
I8
m

w|a|lw|w

on

~J

10

11

12

13

14

1%

16

17

18

o I

20

21

22

| I |

24

25

26

e | L

L “IT

EPA Form 3510-3 (6-80)

(enter ""A",

3 B e

PAGE 3

g o

P A ]

OF 5
, ete. behind the 3" to identify photocopied pages)

CONTINUE ON REVERSE
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Form Approved OMEB No. 158-S80,

Continued from pags 4.
V. FACILITY DRAWING (sce page 1 K _
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Tear ot here

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AG_NCY
GENERATOR BIENNIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE REPORT FOR 1983

This report is for the calendar year ending December 31, 1983.
Read All Instructions Carefully Before Making Any Entries'on Form

I. NON- REGU LATED STATUS

Complete this section only if you did not generate regulated Non-handler

quantities of hazardous waste at any time during the 1983 Small Quantity Generator
calendar year. Circle the one code at right that best describes i 4 i
your status during the entire year (see instructions for Exempt

explanation of codes). Beneficial Use

Closed

,2% This Installation’s Non-Regulated Status is Expected to Apply:

O For 1983 Only [ Permanently

O oOther

ISICIRIAIP] [I[RIOIN| lel IMIEITIAIL| [CIOIMIPIAINIYI | |

IV INSTALLATION MAILING ADDRESS

BP0l BIOIX] 11111214171 [ | |
15 16

Street or P.O. Box

MO ININIEIAIPION ST [ L [ 11| lmmlcmmnu
15 16 41 42|47

City or Town State  Zip Code

0

15 16 45
Street or Route number

[6IM 11 N INIEIAIPIOILILIST | 1 | [ 1 [ 1 |11 |MIN|GU§H4III]J
15 16 4'| 4247

City or Town State Zip Code
e e e
VL. INSTALLATION CONTACT

RIIICIK| IRIOISIEINT | | | [ | | | |

15 16
Name (last and first)
46 B85

Phone No (area code & no}

VIL. CERTIFICATION
| certify under penalty of law that | have personally examined and am familiar with the information submitted in this.and all attached
documents, and that based on my inquiry of those individuals i iately responsible for obtaining the information, | believe that the
submitted information is true, accurate, and complete. | am aw; i es for submitting false information,
including the possibility of fine and imprisonment. /

February 4, 1984
Date Signed

Page ‘l of
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SF-00006-05 (4/86)

Office Memorandum
DATE : September 26, 1989

el Union Scrap Iron .and Metal Company File @E / [V
' | Ocr £
/

- MND980501647 _—

s 9
= . O <]
FROM 5 Richard A. Baxter ANL. O
i : . EPA A6
Permit and Review Unit b REE""EN,R CR
Hazardous Waste Division GIOIV Dﬂ'fslﬁ
N
EHNE. § 296-8577
SUBJECT : CLOSURE OF UNICON SCRAP IRON AND METAL FACILITY

This memorandum is in regard to the closure of the Union Scrap Iron and Metal
Company hazardous waste facility which was formerly located at 1608 Washington
Avenue North in Minneapolis. The company had filed a Part A application for a
waste pile consisting of scrap battery casings from their battery cracking
operation. The facility was owned by Sol Rosen who also owned the Shafer Metal
facility in Minneapolis and the Poly Metal Products facility in St. Paul.

Mr. Rosen went through Chapter 7 bankruptcy proceedings in the early 1980's.

The property on which this facility was located became a U.S. Environmental

Protection Agency (EPA) CERCIA site due to extensive lead contamination in the

underlying soils. The EPA conducted a soil removal action on this site which

was completed in November 1988. The EPA is currently completing the Remedial
Investigation Feasibility Study (RIFS) for ground water. All structures ‘
located on the property have been demolished and removed.

The CERLCA cleanup dealt with the soil contamination attributable to the waste ‘
pile which was the RCRA regulated unit being closed. The MPCA hazardous waste

permits unit coordinated with MPCA and EPA Superfund programs in determining

cleanup levels appropriate for a RCRA closure. No additional corrective action

measures are anticipated. However, after completion of the RIFS we will review

the Record of Decision to verify that no unremediated SWMU's remain on site.

Since the company is bankrupt, the facility is closed, and the removal action
completed, this change of status will not be public noticed.

This memorandum constitutes the MPCA’s final closure action on the Union Scrap
Iron and Metal hazardous waste facility, and as such constitutes final
administrative action on the company’s Part A hazardous waste permit
application.

RAB: jcj

cc: Charles Slaustas, EPA, Chicago
Joel Morbito, EPA, Chicago
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AUG 1 1984

Sol H. Rosen, President

Union Scrap Iron & Metal Co.
210 Fifteenth Ave, HNorth
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55411

RE:  MND 980-501-647
1608 Washington Avenue HNorth
Minneapolis, Minnesota
Dear Mr. Rosen:

We have received your letter of February 21, 1984, responding to the request
for a closure plan for this facility. We recognize that clean-up of the site
will be accomplished under the requirements of the Stipulation Agreement that
was signed August 23, 1983, between Union Scrap and the MPCA., Our purpose is
to satisfy the regulations concerning the closure of this facility. VYou have
specifically requested that this facility be exempt from the requirements for
closure under RCRA because recycling operations are exempt from the regulations.
We will grant the recycling exemption only after it is shown that the entire
pile is recyclable. If it is not totally recyclahble and any portion must be
disposed of at a hazardous waste facility, we will require a closure plan in
accordance with RCRA regulations. Please inform us after the entire pile

has been recycled and we will process the withdrawal of the facility from the
permitting procedure.

Closure, rather than withdrawal, requires that you guarantee removal of all
contamination or that you continue monitoring and maintaining the site so that
the hazardous wastes would not affect any future use of the site or would not
migrate off-site. The content of the Stipulation Agreement would constitute an
acceptable closure plan. In addition, a final post-closure plan may be required
after site clean-up if a potential for environmental contamination would continue
to exist.

N
%

The treatment unit may be subject to RCRA closure plan requirements, as relayed

by Ken Skahn in the telephone call with Desyl Peterson on February 10, 1984,

The treatment unit would be exempt if the entire pile is recycled hecause the

treatment unit would have been part of the recycling operation. We recognize

that the treatment unit has been removed from the site. Clesure for the treat-

ment unit, if required, would involve a description in the plan of how the equip- =
ment and surrounding area were de-contaminated,

Withdrawal from the RCRA permit process will. in no way. relieve you of complying
with the Stipulation Agreement and Minnesota requlations. As the MPCA monitors
your compliamnce with the Stipulation Agreement, they will keep us informed of the
progress of your performance.



As I stated 1n my letter ta you dated January 25, 1904, the call-in of Part &
of the hazardous waste facility permit application for this site has been re-
scindad., This rescission was based on your company's commitment to remove
hazardous wastes from this facility by recycling according to the Stipulation
Agrosment .

Please contact Gerald Lenssen of my staff at (312) #R6.6288 if you have any
guestions.

Sincerely,

Karl J. Elepitsch, Jr., Chief
Haste Managsment Rranch

ce:  Steven A, Reed, MPCA
Paul Kitnge, MPCA

SHW-13:G.Lenssen:J.Turner:7/19/84
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. UNIoN ScrapP IRON & METAL Co.

IRON AND NON-FERROUS
STEEL SCRAP SCRAP METALS

210 FIFTEENTH AVE. NO!.
MINNEAPOLIS, MINNESOTA 55411

TELEPHONE: 522-4471

February 21, 1984

Mr. Karl J. Klepitsch, Jr.,

Chief, Waste Management Rranch

United States Environmental
Protection Agency

Region V

220 South Dearborn Street

Chicago, Illinois 60604

Attn: SHW—lB ;,-f"(
I
Re: MND 980-501-647 & {£S, 75D, PA
{Previously MNT 280-010-265)
Union Scrap Iron and Metal Company
1608 Washington Avenue North u

Minneapolis, Minnesota 3
Dear Mr. Klepitsch:

We have received your letter dated January 25, 1984
requesting a closure plan for our facility“at 1608 Washington
Avenue North in the City of Minneapolis. We do not believe
that such a closure plan is required. '

By letter dated November 15, 1982, I requested that our
Part A application be withdrawn because we were not: fully
advised of the recycling exemption to the hazardouvs waste
requirements. Kenneth Skahn of your office replie: in a letter
dated January 3, 1983, that we would be eligible for the
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Mr., Karl J. Klepitsch, Jr.
February 21, 1984
Page two

recycling exemption but stated that you would not act on our
request for withdrawal of the permit application until the
stipulation agreement with the MPCA was signed.

As your most recent letter recognizes, that stipulation
agreement has now been signed, and we are proceeding pursuant
to that stipulation to remove the pile of rubber battery chips
and recycling them for bituminous roadway construction. The
rubber chip pile will be removed in its entirety by this
recycling method.

In the original Part A application which we submitted, we
also referenced the existence of a treatment tank. We were
referring at that time to an MA30 system which was in operation
at the site to separate scrap lead from plastic and rubber.
This, however, was not a chemical treatment system, but instead
was a physical process for separating materials. The tanks
involved simply used water and a conveyor belt for separating
the heavier from the lighter materials. That system is no
longer in operation at the facility and was sold and removed
approximately one and one-half years ago.

Therefore, we would appreciate your acting at this time
to acknowledge the withdrawal of our Part A application because
our facility does not qualify as a hazardous waste treatment,
storage, or disposal facility.

Very truly yours,

UNION SCRAP IRON AND METAIL COMPANY
[ o
M

By

Sol H. Rosen, President

SHR/ jmp
0537w
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Sol H. Rosen, President

Union Scrap Iron and Metal Company
210 Fifteenth Avenue North
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55411

RE: MND 980-501-647 ‘
(Previously MNT 280-010-265)
Union Scrap Iron and Metal Company
1608 Washington Avenue North
Minneapolis, Minnesota

Dear Mr. Roseén:

We have been advised by the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA) that the
material in the regulated hazardous waste stcrage and treatment units at the
above referenced facility is to be removed within fifteen (15) months of the
effective date the stipulation agreement that was entered into by your company
and the MPCA. Since the effective date of the stipulation agreement is August
23, 1983, removal should be completed by December 1, 1984.

Now that closure of the hazardous waste storage and treatment units is ascer-
tained through the stipulation agreement, we hereby rescind the call-in of
Part B of the hazardous waste facility permit application for this site.

As soon as you have prepared a closure plan for site clean-up, and at least 180
days before you expect to begin closure, the closure plan must be submitted to
this office. The closure plan must be prepared in accordance with 40 CFR 265
Subpart G requirements. Upon receipt of an acceptable document, we will public
notice your closure plan and after completicn of the public notice period, we will
notify you in writing of our decision to approve, modify, or disapprove the plan.

Our_agprova] of your closure plan is required prior to the start of the closure
activities.

P]easg contact Kenneth Skahn of my staff at (312) 886-3790, if you have any
questicns.

Sincerely yours,

Karl J. Klepitsch, Jr., Chief
Waste Management Branch

cc: Greg Pederson, MPCA
Paul Klinge, MPCA
bece: Richard Dell, State Specialist
Ken Skahn, SIO

SHW-13 :K. Skahn:jt:1/17/84
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UNioN Scrar IRON & MEeTAL Co.
IRON AND <//l,j\ NON-FERRQUS
4

STEEL SCRAP SCRAP METALS

210 FIFTEENTH AVE. NO.
MINNEAPOLIS, MINNESOTA 55411

TELEPHONE: 522-4471

May 10,1983

William H. Miner, Chief O
Technical ,Permits and Compliance Section G40 50/

United States Environmental Protection Agency MM &SZ22—GHF7/7
Region V , )

111 West Jackson Boulevard F%5677ﬁi%f343
Chicago, Illinois 60604

Dear Mr. Miner; free~ MNTT 25680 1D 2

Regarding the submittal of our Part B Permit application,
please 'be aware the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency
is in the process of drafting final language as agreed
to by our attorney and the agency people. We are ready
to commence reuse of the rubber chip pile as soon as

the language is finalized which I am advised shouild

be very shortly.

As soon as it is received and signed, I will forward the
executed agreement. Please contact Mr. Bruce Wilson at
MPCA to verify that we are close to executing an agreement
in this matter.

Very, truly yours, }

£ 4 r A
NIO jS %{ N & METAL COMPANY
Aty | 7

Richard B. Rosen
General Manager

<l
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MAR 24 1983

Richard B. Rosen, General Manager
tinfon Scrap Iron & Metal Company
210 Fifteenth Avenue North
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55411

Dear Mr. Rosen:

This is in regard te your February 2%, 1983, letier requesting an extensien
of the date for submittal of your Hazardous Waste Facility Permit Application,
Part B.

Mr. Kenneth Skahn, the staff contact for veur permit application, has
contacted Mr., Bruce Wilson of the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA)
and has received confirmation that an extensien is appropriate, pending
revision of the agreement being negotiated with your firm. It is under-
stood that execution of the agreement with the MPCA should enable your
firm to procead with reuse of the material in the hazardous waste pile

as a substitute for roadway base course aggregate and thus, under 40 CFR
261.6(a), exempt the material as a hazardous waste., At such time as the
material is found to be acceptable for reuse, U.S. EPA would re-evaluate
the appropriateness of calling in the Part B for your facility.

We hareby approve your request for a time extention and extend the due

date for submittal of Part B permit application from March 1, 1983,

to May 1, 1983. Please send us a copy of the executed agreement and advise
us of your intentions for submittal of the Part B prior to May 1, 1983,
Please contact Mr. Skahn, at (312) 886-4158, if you have any questions.
Sincerely yours,

William H. Miner, Chief

Technical, Permits, and Compliance Section

cc: James Yarner, MPCA
Bruce Wilson, MPCA

bcc: Part A File
kKen Skahn, Minn. SI0

GHW-13:Ken Skahn:pg:3-14-83
revisions: 3-23-83
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UnioN Scrap IroN & MEeTaL Co.

IRON AND NON-FERRQUS
STEEL SCRAP SCRAP METALS

210 FIFTEENTH AVE. NO.
MINNEAPOLIS, MINNESOTA 55411

TELEPHONE: 522-4471

February 25, 1983

Mr. Kenneth Skahn

Minnesota State Implementation Officer

United States Environmental Protection Agency
Region V

111 West Jackson Blvd,

Chicago, Illinois 60604

Dear Mr. Skahn:

As per our telephone conversation today, we are requesting an extension |
for the due date of our Part B from March 1, 1983 to May 1, 1._983. |

As I explained, the MPCA has been very involved in reerganizing under
a new administration and we have been busy with legislative matters and
our final stipulation agreement has been delayed accordingly.

We have discussed this with Mr. Bruce Wilson of MPCA. I am sure he
will confirm that he is in agreement with this request.

UNEON 80 ON & METAL CO.
Sy B,

f’ Richard B. sen
General Manager

RBR/jl
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-And Enforéement




UNioN Scrap [IrRoN & MeTaL Co.

IRON AND NON-FERROUS
STEEL SCRAP SCRAP METALS

210 FIFTEENTH AVE. NO.
MINNEAPOLIS, MINNESOTA 55411

TELEPHONE: 522-4471

2-7-86

Union Scrap Iron & Metal Company has been in chapter 7
Bankruptcy for over 1 year. I suggest you contact the
Minnesota Pollution Control Agency for further information.

MND T50 50/ ¢4
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION 5
230 SOUTH DEARBORN ST,
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 50604

(9]
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REPIY TOTHU ATTENTION OF

19 NOV 1985 CERTIFIED MAIL - RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Union Scrap Iron & Metal Company
10-15th Avenue, North
Minneapolis, MN 55411

ID #MND980501647

RE: Request for Information Pursuant to §3007 of the Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act, 42 U.S5.C. §6927

Dear Sirs:

On July 3, 1985, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
Region V sent most of the land disposal facilities in Region V
a letter advising them that the Resource Conservation and
Recovery Act (RCRA) had been amended by the Hazardous and Solid
Waste Amendments of 1984 (the Amendments), and in particular
informing them of a new provision known as the loss of interim
status provision. The purpose of this letter is to provide
additional guidance relative to the loss of interim status
provision and to request information regarding your operations
before and after November 8, 1985.

The loss of interim status provision provides:

(2) In the case of each land disposal facility which
has been granted interim status under this subsection before
the date of enactment of the Hazardous and Solid Waste
Amendments of 1984, interim status shall terminate on the
date twelve months after the date of the enactment of such
Amendments unless the owner or operator of such facility

(A) applies for a final determination regarding
the issuance of a permit under subsection (c) for such
facility before the date twelve months after the date
of the enactment of such Amendments; and

(B) certifies that such facility is in compliance
with all applicable groundwater monitoring and financial
responsibility requirements.

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's interpretation of the
requirements under this provision is published at 50 Federal Register
38946 (September 25, 1985), a copy of which is enclosed. Please
read and follow this closely. 1In order for you to continue to place
hazardous wastes in land disposal units at your facility on and




-
after November 8, 1985, by that date you must (1) submit a Part B
operating permit application and (2) a certification of compliance
with all applicable groundwater monitoring and financial responsi=-
bility requirements. Certification is authorized on a facility-wide
or unit-by-unit basis. The certification should be sent to U.S. EPA,
Region V, Waste Management Division, RCRA Enforcement Section, 230
South Dearborn Street, Chicago, Illinois 60604, and to the State. 7
Except for facilities in Minnescota, the permit application or .
post-closure permit application should be sent to RCRA Activities,
U.S. EPA, Region V, P,0. Box A3587, Chicago, Illinois 60690-3587.
Except for facilities in Michigan, the closure-plan should be
sent to the State.

The owner/operator of a facility may certify compliance only if
the facility or units for which interim status is retained is

in physical compliance. Because this is a provision of federal
law, an order by any agency that has a compliance date on or beyond
November 8, 1985 does not relieve the owner/operator of the
obligation to be in physical compliance by the statutory date
when the certification is due. You may not interpret or rely on
an order or compliance schedule therein as an extension of the
November 8, 1985 deadline. Moreover, difficulties in achieving
cempliance, such as obtaining insurance, are not grounds for
filing a certification if yosu are not in physical compliance.

If you do not certify compliance with ground-water monitoring and
financial responsibility requirements and/or you do not submit a
Part B permit application by November B8, 1985, you must cease
placement of wastes into the land disposal units in guestion by
that date and you must comply with all closure and post-closure
requirements. This follows by operation of law and doces not
require notice from U.S. EPA.

You are hereby required, pursuant to the authority of §3007 of
RCRA, 42 U.S.C. §6927, to report to U.S. EPA information regarding
hazardous waste land disposal units that had interim status

on or before November B, 1985, and/or received hazardous waste
after November 19, 1980. 1In particular, you are to submit the
information specified in paragraphs 1-3 of Enclosure I between
November 23 and November 27, 1985. Information in paragraph 4

is to be submitted between January 3 and 10, 1986. Each submission
must identify the facility by name, address and RCRA I.D. number,
be a self-explanatory and complete response, be dated, and be
signed.

You may, if you desire, assert a business confidentiality claim
covering part or all of the information requested, in the manner
"described by 40 CFR §2.203(b}. You should read the above-cited

"regulations carefully before asserting a business confidentiality

claim, since certain categories of information are not properly
the subject of such a claim. Information covered by such a claim
will be disclosed by U.S. EPA only to the extent, and by the
means of the procedures, set forth by 40 CFR Part 2, Subpart B.



e

-3_
If no such claim accompanies the information when it is received

by U.S. EPA, it may be available to the public by EPA without
further notice to you.

Please forward the information reguested to:

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Waste Management Division

230 South Dearborn Street

Chicago, Illinois 60604

Attn: RCRA Enforcement Section, SHE-12

Failure to comply with the above regquest within the time frame
specified may result in an enforcement action by U.S. EPA under
the authority of §3008 of RCRA, including the assessment of
penalties. You should also be aware that knowing falsification

of any information provided pursuant to this request is a criminal
violation under §3008(d4)(3) of RCRA, and other provisions and

may result in fines and imprisonment.

If you have any questions with regard to the above, or should you
need further clarification regarding your response to this letter,
please contact William E. Muno of my staff at (312) 8B6-4434.

Sincerely, /-4

G@Lﬂ Lwc,@fo,;

B.G. Constantelos, Director
Waste Management Division

Enclosures (2)



) ENCLOSURE 1

For purposes of the information request, the following definitions
shall apply:

“"Hazardous waste" means those so0lid wastes identified as hazardous
waste in 40 CFR part 261, or the authorized state program in which
a facility is located whichever is more inclusive.

"RCRA Land Disposal Units" shall include landfills, land treatment
units, surface impoundments used for storage, treatment or d&isposal,
waste piles and class I hazardous waste underground injection wells
subject at any time to regulations or other requirements under
subtitle C of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act.

INFORMATION REQUEST

(1) Identify each RCRA land disposal unit at your facility by
stating the common name or identifier used by the facility and-Part
A process code. Identify the unit on a photocopy of a topographic
map attached to your response.

(2) 1Identify each RCRA land disposal unit at your facility which
was not within the scope of a certification of compliance with

all applicable groundwater monitoring and financial responsibility
requirements and a Part B permit application, transmitted to EPA
by November 8, 1985, by indicating for each such unit the common
name or identifier used by the facility and Part A process code,
which unit must be identifijed on the topographic map identified

in response to information request number 1 above.

(3) For each RCRA land disposal unit at your facility which was
not within the scope of a certification of compliance with all
applicable groundwater monitoring and financial responsibility
requirements and a Part B permit application transmitted to EPA
by November 8, 1985 (these units were to be identified in answer
No. 2 above)}, state when and to whom a closure plan was submitted.

(4) For each RCRA land disposal unit at your facility which was
not within the scope of a certification of compliance with all
applicable groundwater monitoring and financial responsibility
requirements and a Part B permit application transmitted to EPA
by November 8, 1985:

a. State the type and average quantity of hazardous wastes
placed in each on a daily (or monthly) average during
the year prior to November 8, 1985.

b. State when the unit ceased receiving hazardous waste:;



c.” State whether hazardous waste was placed in the unit
at any time between November 8, 1985 and December 31,
1985; ‘

d. State how the hazardous waste introduced into the unit
before November 8, 1985 has been treated, stored or
disposed of between November 8, 1985 and December 31,
1985,

State how you intend to treat, store or dispose of

that hazardous waste identified in "d4", in 1986,
including the identity of any off-site facility to which
you intend to ship it.
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DRAFT

Sol H. Rosen, President

Union Scrap Iron & Metal Co.
210 Fifteenth Ave. North
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55411

RE: MND 980-501-647
1608 Washington Avenue North
Minneapolis, Minnesota

Dear Mr. Rosen:

We have received your letter of February 21, 1984, responding to the request
for a closure plan for this facility. We recognize that clean-up of the site
will be accomplished under the requirements of the Stipulation Agreement that
was signed August 23, 1983, between Union Scrap and the MPCA. Our purpose is
to satisfy the regulations concerning the closure of this facility. You have
specifically requested that this facility be exempt from the requirements for
closure under RCRA because recycling operations are exempt from the regulations.
We will grant the recycling exemption only after it is shown that the entire
pile is recycleable., If it is not totally recycleable and any portion must be
disposed of at a hazardous waste facility, we will require a closure plan in
accordance with RCRA regulations. Please inform us after the entire pile

has been recycled and we will process the withdrawal of the facility from the
permitting procedure.

Closure, rather than withdrawal, requires that you guarantee removal of all
contamination or that you continue monitoring and maintaining the site so that
the hazardous wastes would not affect any future use of the site or would not
migrate off-site. The content of the Stipulation Agreement would constitute an
acceptable closure plan. In addition, a final post-closure plan may be required
after site clean-up if a potential for environmental contamination would continue
to exist. )

The treatment unit may be subject to RCRA closure plan requirements, as relayed
by Ken Skahn in the telephone call with & Desyl Peterson on February 10, 1984, _
The treatment unit would be exempt if the entire pile is recycled because the
treatment unit would have been part of the recycling operation. We recognize
that the treatment unit has been removed from the site. Closure for the treat-
ment unit, if required, would involve a description in the plan of how the equ1p-
ment and surrounding area were de-contaminated.

Withdrawal from the RCRA permit process will, in no way, relieve you of complying
with the Stipulafiton Agreement and Minnesota regulations. As the MPCA monitors ——
your complinace witht he Stipulation Agreement, they will keep us informed of the
progress of your performance.
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As I stated in my letter to you dated January 25, 1984, the call-in of Part B
of the hazardous waste facility permit application for this site has been re-
scinded. This recission was based on your company's commitment to remove
hazardous wastes from this facility by recycling according to the Stipulation
Agreement.,

Please contact Gerald Lenssen of my staff at (312) 886-9288 if you have any
questions.

Sincerely,

Kart J. Klepitsch, Jdr., Chief
Waste Management Branch

cc: Steven A. Reed, MPCA
Paul Klinge, MPCA

HHW-13:6.Lenssen:G.Words:7/19/84
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Sol H. Rosen, President
Union Scrap Iron & Metal Co. DRAFT

210 Fifteenth Ave. North
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55411

RE: MND 980-501-647
1608 Washington Avenue North
Minneapolis, Minnesota

Dear Mr. Rosen:

We have received your letter of February 21, 1984, responding to the
request for a closure plan for this facility. We recognize that clean-
up of the site will be accomplished under the requirements of Eﬂg thg
Tation Agreement that was signed August 23, 1983, between Unio
Our purpose is to satisfy the regulations concerning the c]osure of th1s
facility. You have specifically requested that this facility be exempt
from the requirements for closure under RCRA because recycling operations
are exempt from the regulations. We will grant the recycling exemption
only after it is shown that the entire pile is recycleable. If it is
not totally recyc1eab1e andmust be disposed pf f@Rhazardous waste fa-
cility, we will require a cTosure p1anh§éﬁgﬂggﬁ§€2g' CRA regulations.
Please inform us after the gntire pile is Arecycled and we will process
the withdrawal of the facilfity from the pet%1tt1ng procedure.

an PorhOn has heey
Closure, rather than withdrawal, requires that you guarantee removal of
all contam1nat1on or that you continue monjtoring and maintaining the -
site so that azardous wastes would not affect any future use of the st
site or wou'[ate off-site. The content of the Stipulation Agreement
would consti an acceptable closure plan. In addition, a final post-
closure plan may be required after site clean-up if a potential for envi-
ronmental contamination would continue to exist.

.t
The treatment unit may be subject tof%T%sure plan requirements, as relayed
by Ken Skahn in the telephone call with Desyl Peterson on February 10, 1984.
The treatment unit would be exempt if the entire pile is recycled because
the treatment unit would have been part of the recycling operation. We
recognize that the treatment unit has been removed from the site. ané—%#&t
€losure for the treatment unit,would involve

s RO G egured, | oo e egugnent Faniin

Withdrawal from the RCRA permit process will, in~ho way, relieve you of

comp1y1ng w1th the St1pu1at1on Agreement and M1nnesota requlations, whieh
- : As the MPCA monitors

your comp11ance w1th the St1pu1at1on Agreement, they w1f1 keep us informed of

B the pr‘ogress of your performance. g c‘m‘mﬁ oM -a‘mmf‘
ronks 3 A, my ¢:r€§::ig
Ka*4—6—-K+ep$%sé=g=-e%e-un=¥he letter to you dated January 25, 1984, the

Q1 in of Part B of “the hazardous waste fac111tzgperm1t plication for
th1s site'has been rescinded. This recission 4s"Bdsed ongremeveat-of haz-
ardous wastes from this facility by recycling accord1ng to the Stipulation
Agreement.

lan
aﬁdesu’ fn I‘V" ‘md S dﬂﬂilﬂ?

Please contact Gerald Lenssen of my staff at (312) 886-9288 if you have any
questions. (OVER)



Sincerely,

Kar1 d. K]ep1tsch Jr., Ch1ef
Waste® Ménagement Branch

cor Steven A Reed MPCA
' Pau1 K11n§e MPCA '

5HW;13{G;Léhéséﬁfjt:7/17/84”:_“
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Mr. Richard Rosen Ney s‘wi’f

Union Scrap Iron and Metal Company
210 15th Avenue North
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55411

Dear Mr. Rosen:

Re: August 23, 1983 Stipulation Agreement (Agreement) Between Union Scrap
Iron and Metal Company (Company) and the Minnesota Pollution Control
Agency (MPCA)

We have reached a point in the implementation of the Agreement between your
Company and the MPCA where we have to review what has been accomplishad and where
we need to go. Most of the Agreement requirements for the Shafer site have been
submitted, however, the important deadline for removal of the piles from the
16th Avenue site has not been met. As a result of a recent meeting of MPCA and
Minnesota Department of Transportation (Mn/DOT) representatives and discussions
with my staff, I feel it is necessary that I respond to the items your attorney
proposed in a November 16, 1984 letter to the MPCA. The purpose of this letter
is to summarize the factors we have considered in making our decisions and to
provide you with information on what the MPCA feels are the next steps to clean
up your Company sites.

Shafer

Based on data contained in several reports and discussions with you, the
following information is known about this site:

1. Soils in the location of the former building near TH-4 contained cad-
mium in excess of the Minnesota hazardous waste rules.

2.  The Company agreed to conduct EP toxicity tests for cadmium on samples
(from a depth of three feet) taken from the former location of the pit
area. The MPCA subsequently learned that in demolishing the building,
the Mn/DOT excavated the soils from the former pit area. You indicated
you did not know where these soils were disposed.

Phone:
1935 West County Road B2, Roseville, Minnesota 55113-2785
Regional Offices ¢ Duluth/Bramerd/Delroit Lakes/Marshall:Rochester
Equal Opportunity Employer
e




Mr. Richard Rosen
Page Two
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3. The Towest concentration of lead noted in all three monitoring wells is
far above what would normally be expected from uncontaminated ground
water. The MPCA continues to believe that the present well array does
not aliow for a comparison of ground water unaffected by the site to
water quality downgradient of the site which may be contaminated.

4. In response to numbers 1 and 3 above, the Company has not submitted a
remedial action plan which details the necessary ameliorative actions
relative to soil and ground water contamination which may be reasonably
attributable to the Company's activities. Instead, the Company has
confined future monitoring at the site to the analysis of the ground
water monitoring wells.

16th Avenue

The August 23, 1983 Agreement requires the removal of all out-of-door piles from
this site within fifteen months of the effective date. As you know, the MPCA
had requested that Mn/DOT provide a formal evaluation and decision on the
Company's proposal to reuse the rubber chips in road construction. After a
lengthy discussion on November 28, 1984 between MPCA staff and Mn/DOT bitumi-
nous engineers, F. C. Marshall, Mn/DOT Assistant Commissioner Technical Services
Division, made it clear he would not approve your plan. This decision was based
on a number of concerns, particularly Mn/DOT's concern about the future recycla-
bility of the material. In addition, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)
representative also indicated the FHWA would not approve the plan without addi-
tional requirements (such as additional leach and stability tests}. Therefore,
the MPCA no longer considers the plan described in Part B.2.g.2 and 3. (pages 20
and 21} of the August 23, 1983 Stipulation Agreement as a viable option for
managing the rubber chips. -

The MPCA has always maintained a firm position regarding removal of the piles as
evidenced by the following Tetters:

1. October 26, 1983, "Paragraph B.2.f. {page 19) of the Stipulation
Agreement requires that these piles be removed from the Washington
Avenue site within fifteen months from the effective date of the
Agreement and the MPCA does not recognize compliance with this deadline
as being dependent upon the ability of Bituminous Roadway, Inc., to
accept and utilize this waste.”

2. March 12, 1984, "Finally as we have indicated before, we will expect
the scrap piles to be completely removed by November 23, 1984 pursuant
to the terms of the executed Stipulation Agreement.”

3. August 6, 1984, "If the Mn/DOT still feels this is not an appropriate
use of the rubber scrap, I am sure you are aware that alternative
methods of removal will have be investigated and implemented by your
.Company soon in order that all of the scrap materials are completely
removed by November 23, 1984."
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&, October 11, 1984, "Since incorporation of the material into road base
may not be an option, you should continue in your efforts to remove the
waste piles from the 16th Avenue site by November 23, 1984 {as specified
in the August 23, 1983 Stipulation Agreement)."

The MPCA certainly acknowledges your attempts to remove the piles. Even though
the Company has processed some of the 16th Avenue site battery scrap at Poly
Metal Products, and has pursued the option of using the rubber chips in road
construction, unfortunately neither method has resulted in removal of the piles
from the site.

Given the above information, the MPCA feels the following items are required in
order to clean up your Company sites:

Shafer

The time has come to initiate discussions on a second Stiputation Agreement for
this site. This second Agreement will assess a penalty commensurate with the
degree of past noncompliance as well as require a remedial action plan which
will address the following items:

1. More deep soil sampling in the former pit area, and
2. Cleaning up the contaminated ground water to drinking water standards.

The MPCA intends to contact Mn/DOT to determine where they disposed of the soils
from the former pit area. The Company should continue sampling and analyzing
the wells as required by the August 23, 1983 Agreement (with the addition of

_ cadmium in the ground water analysis} and submit the monthly ground water
evaluation reports to the MPCA. )

MPCA staff feel that this second Agreement will be drafted and sent to the
Company by mid-February, 1985.

16th Avenue

The MPCA staff acknowledges your efforts to remove the piles on this site,
however, the Company has had ample opportunity to investigate and pursue options
other than use in road construction. Therefore, we feel your one year extension
request is inappropriate. Given that the deadline has been exceeded, liquidated
damages, as described in the Agreement, in the amount of Three Hundred and Fifty
Dollars ($350) per week will begin to accrue as of January 14, 1985. Payment for
the week of January 14 through 20, 1985 will be due January 25, 1985 with addi-
tional payments due every seven days thereafter until the piles are removed.

Any payment should be made payable to the State of Minnesota and mailed to the
MPCA to Michael Sommer's attention. Liquidated damages will not be assessed for
the period of November 24, 1984 to January 13, 1985 during the time the MPCA was
considering your November 16, 1984 extension request.
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Upon removal of the piles, the Company shall proceed with the soil contamination
investigation plan and possible ground water investigation as required by the
August 23, 1983 Agreement.

One final item I wou]d like to mention is that the MPCA has listed your Shafer
site on the State's Superfund project 1ist. Inclusion of the site on the State
project 1ist means that an investigation of the impacts of your site on the
environment will be required by the MPCA in fiscal year 1985. Additiocnally,
being included on the State Superfund project list serves as a notice to you as
a responsible party for the site that if you are unwilling or unable to do the
investigation or clean-up work needed at the site when requested to by the MPCA,
the MPCA will conduct the necessary investigatory or clean-up work. The MPCA
would then seek reimbursement of our costs from the responsible party(ies) once
the work is compieted.

You should contact Michael Sommer of my staff at 612/296-7270 to initiate
discussions concerning the issues outlined in this letter,

Sincerely,

'Thomas J. Kalitowski
Executive Director

TIK/ch

cc: Mr. G. Robert Johnson, Popham, Haik, Schnobrich, Kaufman and Doty, Ltd.
Minneapolis

Mr. Glenn Kiecker, Minneapolis Pollution Control Division, Minneapolis
Mr. Ed Monteleone, Hennepin County, Minneapolis
Ms. Rose Freeman, EPA, Chicago
Mr. Richard Boice, EPA, Chicago

- Mr. Milt Knoll, Waste Management Board, Minneapolis
Mr. Tom Johnson, Waste Management Board, Crystail
Mr. Richard P. Braun, Mn/DOT, St. Paul
Mr. Don Fleming, Mn/DOT, Golden Yalley
Mr. F. C. Marshall, Mn/DOT, St. Paul

- Mr. Richards Wolters, Mn/DOT, St. Paul
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August 6, 1984

Mr. Richard B. Rosén

Union Scrap Iron and Metal Company
210 - 15th Avenue North
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55411

Dear Mr. Rosen:

Here is a copy of the letter I have sent to Richard D. Wolters, Minnesots
Department of Transportation (MnDOT). Your attorney and the people identified
- on page two of the letter have also been sent copies.

I sent the report to MnDOT as the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA) is
concerned about the approaching Stipulation Agreement deadline at which time all
the scriap materials are to be completely removed from the 1608 Washington Avenue
North site. The MPCA certainly hopes your deal to sell the lead scrap pile is
finalized shortly. Although the rubber chips have been processed the MPCA is
concerned with the amount of time/work that will be 1nvo1yed in completely
zemov1ng the scrap piles. :

1 hope the report provides sufficient information to the MnDOT in order that a
decision regarding the use of the rubber chips in road construction can he made
shortly. If the MnDOT still feels this is not an appropriate use of the rubber
scrap, I am sure you are aware that alternative methods of removal will have to
pe jnvestigated and implemented by your company soon in order that all of the
scrap materials are completely removed by November 23, 1984.

If 1 can provide further information concerning this matter, please let me know.

Sincerely,

— j

b ]

AT o
e
¢

Michael E. Sommer
Hazardeus Waste Enforcement Unit
Regulatory Compliance Section ‘
Solid and Hazardous Waste Division
|
|
|
|

MES :pak 8 } (ﬂ
.Enclosure : A

cc: See attached page for people who received Carban copies.,

b’ S £
m.g,:r-r{..,l; A i

Crwwmy vl A

phone:_612/296-7270

1235 Wf}m County Road B2, Roseville, Minn

\
|
\
\
|
esofa 5H113-2785 |
H/Rochester
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The following péop}e received carbon copies:

cc: Mr. Glenn Kiecker, Minneapolis Pollution Control Division, Minneapolis
Mr. Ed Monteleone, Hennepin County-Environmental Services Division, Hopkins
Mr. Richard Dell, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Chicago
Mr. Richard Boice, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Chicago
Mr. Don Fleming, Minnesota Department of Transportation, Golden Valley
Mr. G. Robert Johnson, Popham, Haik, Schnobrich, Kaufman & Doty, Ltd,
Minneapolis
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Mr. Richard Rosen Ll L§g7é%’§5

General Manager Gy £ /Ry

Union Scrap Iron and Metal Company Wy .. 9 [90s [

210 15th Avenue North Sre . O Y

Minneapolis, Minnesota 55411 gq;?ﬁgga?

Dear Mr. Rosen:
Re: Minnesota Pollution Control Agency Board Meeting - August 23, 1983

Enclosed piéase find a copy of the agenda for the August 23, 1983 Mifinesota
Pollution Control Agency (MPCA) Citizen's Board meeting and a copy of the agenda
item for the Union Scrap Iron and Metal Company sites.

The Board will be requested to approve the stipulation agreement, should you
sign it, or to authorize Titigation should you not to sign.

You are formally requested to appear at this Board meeting on August 23, 1983 at
the time noted on the agenda itam. The MPCA Board will meet in the first floor
conference room at 1935 West County Road BZ, Roseville, Minnesota 55113.

If you have any questions, please contact me at 296-7279.

Sincereiy,
] o e
/“’{yf &: 9'5\;_, V!‘{ _!;f:wg

Larry Chr1sbensen, Supervisor

Hazardous Waste CompTliance and Enforcement Unit
Regulatory Compliance Section

Sotlid and Hazardous Waste Division

LPC/de
Enclosures
cc: Mr. G. Robert Johnson, Popham, Haik, Schnobrich, Kaufman and Doty
Mr. Mike Pliml, ﬁetrupolwtan Waste bOﬂiF01 Commwsqwon
Mr. Kenneth Skahn, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Mr. Richard Dell, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Mr. Ivan Russell, Department Labor and Industry
Mr. Don Fleming, Minnesota Department of Transportation
Mr. Greg Lie, Hannepin County
Mr. Lee Holden, Ramsey County
Ms. Barbara Lindsey Sims, Special Assistant Attorney General
Phane:
1935 West County Road B2, Rosaville, Minnesota 55113-2786
Regional Offices e Duluth/Brainerd/Detroit Lakes/Marshall/Fochester
Equal Upporlumiy Ermployer
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R*“ular Board Meeting

¥* PLEASE NOTE: MEETING ON AUGUST 23, 1583 COMMENCES AT B8:15 A.M. !

AGENDA

MINNESOTA POLLUTION CONTROL AGENCY
Board Room of Office Building
1935 West County Road B-2
Roseville, Minnesota

August 23, 1983

8:15 A.M. I. GENERAL . Y
1. cCall tco Order
2. Agenda Review and Adoption
3. Approval of Minutes of July 12 and July 26, 1983
4. Executive Director's Report. |
5. Legal Report
6. Legislative Report
‘7. Hazardous & Toxic Materials Committee Report
8. Items by the Agency Board Members
IT. 'APPEARANCES AND OTHER SPECIAL DISCUSSION ITEMS
9:15 A.M. 9. APPEARANCE--Division of Water Quality--Consider-
ation of Hearing Examiner's Report and Adoption

of Amendments to WPC 34, the Rule for Adminis-
tering the Construction Grants Prograim

10:15 A.M. 10. APPEARANCE--Division of Solid & Hazardous Waste——
Request for Issuance of a Reguest for Response
Action to Advance Circuits, Inc.; Electro~Fab,
Inc.; Fabri-Tek, Inc.; and Sperry Corporation
as They Relate to the St. Paul and Minneapolis
Ecolotech Facilities

11:15 A.M. 11. APPEARANCE--Division of Solid & Hazardous Waste--
Reguest for Issuance of a Request for Response
Action to the United States Steel Corporation
regarding Contamination at and arcund the U.S.
Steel Site in Duluth




11:45 B.M. 12. APPEARANCE--So0lid & Hazardous Waste Divisione--
Request for Determination of No Response Regarding
a Request for Response Action Previously Issued in
the Isanti County Drum Burial Site Matter and
Authorization to Expend State Superfund monies and
Authorization to Negotiate and Execute Contracts to
Provide Drinking Water

12:15 P.M.
~to- 1:15 P.M, ===mmmcee e (6 e ——

1:15 P.M. 13. APPEARANCE--S0lid & Hazardous Waste Division--
Regquest for Approval of Stipulation Agreement
covering Studies of Contamination of Two Sites
or Request for Litigation Authority Against Union
Scrap Iron and Metal Company, Inc., Minneapolis

2:00 P.M. l4. APPEARANCE--Solid & Hazardous Waste Division--
Reguest for Revocation of Minnesota Solid Waste
Disposal Facility Permit SW-59 and for Issuance of
a Closure Order to Toivo William Kotila, Permittee,
French Lake Sanitary Landfill, Wright County

2:30 P. M. 15. APPEARANCE--Division of Water Quality--Regquest for
Approval of a Stipulation Agreement with Williams
Pipe Line Company, Roseville

ITI. WATER QUALITY

16. Request for Approval of Stipulation Agreement with
Luoma Egg Ranch, Inc., Finlayson, Pine County

IV. OFFICE OF PLANNING & REVIEW

17. Approval of Findings of Fact and Authorization to
Issue a Negative Declaration on the EAW on the
Bagley Alternative Energy Project

V. SOLID & HAZARDOUS WASTE

18 Request for Authorization to Expend State Superfund
" Monies and Authorization to Negotiate and Execute
Contracts for Removal and Remedial Actions at Lbove
Ground Arsenic Sites

19, Request for Authorization to Expend State Superfund
Monies and Authorization to Negotiate and Execute
Contracts to Conduct a Remedial Investigation/
Feasibility Study at Below Ground Arsenic Sites.
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20. Reguest from the City of New Brighton for
Authorization under the Superfund Act to
construct a new Municipal Well

2l. Reguest for Approval to Retain a Consultant for
the Intrinsic Suitability Certification Process
as it Relates to Underground Disposal ox
Hazardous Waste in Crystalline Bedrock.

VI. AIR QUALITY

22. Request for Approval of Amendment No. 1 to
Total Facility Air Quality Operating Permit
No. 202G~79-0T7-2 for Allen S. King Genera ing
Plant, Oak Park Heights

23. Request for Approval to Amend Sﬁipulation
Agreement with Fergus Falls State Hospital,
Fergus Falls

Request for Authorization to Enter into the
Noncontroversial Rulemaking Process to Amend
6 MCAR B4.0041 (Offset Rule)

24.

25, . Request for Redesignation of the Twin Cities
Sulfur Dioxide Nonattainment Area

26 Request for Approval of Alr Quality Stipulation
’ Agreement with Boise Cascade Corporation,
Internaticnal Falls and Big Falls

VIII. FUTURE SCEEDULED MEETINGS

27. Regular  Board Meeting
DATE : Tuesday, September 27, 1983
TIME : 9:00 A.M.
PLACE: Board Reom of the Agency's Offices in
Roseville

There will be a meeting of the Rules Committee on HMonday
August 22, 1983 from 3:00 P.M. to 5:00 P.M. in the Board
Room of the Agency's Offices. Discussion will be on
draft Rules relating to Hazardous Waste Generator Fees
and Hazardous Waste Facility and Permit Fees.

“Agency items not indicated as Appearance items may be
considered at any time during the meatlng If you
wish to be heard or listen to discussion on any non-
appearance item, please call the number listed belcow
no later than three days priocr to the mceting.”



MINNESOTA POLLUTION CONTROL AGENCY Color Code:

BTue = DG
Agenda Item Control Sheet Yellow = DAQ
Green = DSHY
Pink = Other
Gold = Info
Agenda #
MEETING DATE: 'August 23, 1983 APPEARANCE REQUESTED -~ YES: X NO:

SCREDULED TIME:

Larry Christensen
PREPARED BY: C. Bruce Wilson DATE PREPARED:  August 1, 1983
: DATE MAILED

SUBJECT: Reguest for Approval of Stipulation Agreement Covering Studies of
Contamination at Two Sites or Request for Litigation Authority Against
Union Scrap Iron and Metal Company, Inc., Minneapoiis

LOCATION: Minneapolis Hennepin

CI7Y COUNTY
TYPE OF ACTION: .
Permit Request For Hearing _ New _
Stipulation X Request for legal action Modification
Contract Variance reguest Extension e
Policy Rulemaking Revocation
Information Administrative order Other

RECOMMENDED ACTION: :

Issuance Approval £ or No action needed

Denial Authorization X

I1SSUE STATEMENT:

The Union Scrap Iron and Metal Company, Inc. has operated a battery processing
facility since about 1973 to present at 1608 Washingtcr Avenue North and from
1973 to 1981 at 12% Plymouth Avenue North in downtown Minneapolis, Minnescta.
Since 1573, the company has been on notice from several regulatory agencies for
poliution viotations. Due to many violations of state pollution requlations,

the company was issued two notices of vielation by the Minnesota Pollution
Control Agncy (MPCA). The staff and the company have been negotiating for 14
months a stipulation agreement for the site investigations and actions necessary
to define contamination at both sites. Should the company sign the stipulation
agreement prior to the Board meeting, the Board is requested to approve this
stipufation agreement. If the company has not signed this stipulation agreement,
the Board is requested to authorize litigation. Therefore, it is the recommendation
of the staff that the Board grant the Chairman and the Executive Director the
discretionary authority to either sign the negotiated stipulation agreement or to
commence legal action against Union Scrap Iron and Metal Company, Inc., as appropriate.
ATTACHMENTS:

1. 6 page memorandum with suggested staff resolution

2. Chronology of events

3. Proposed stipulation agreement




MINNESOTA POLLUTION CONTROL AGENCY
So0lid and Hazardous Waste Division
Regulatory Compliance Section

Request for Approval of Stipulation Agreement Covering Studies of Contamination
at Two Sites or Request for Litigation Authority Against Union Scrap Iron and
Metal Company, Inc., Minneapolis

August 23, 1983

ISSUE STATEMENT

The Union Scrap Iron and Metal Company, Inc. has operated a battery processing
facility since about 1973 to present at 1608 Washington Avenue North and from

1973 to 1981 at 129 Plymouth Avenue North in downtown Minneapoliy, Minnesota.

Since 1973, the company has been on nctice from several regulatory agencies for
poliution vioTatiens. Due to many violations of state pollution regulations,

the company was issued two notices of violation by the Minnesota Pollution

Control Agncy {MPCA). The staff and the company have been negotiating for 14

months a stipulation agreemeni{ for the site investigations and actions necessary

to define contamination at both sites. Should the company sign the stipulation
agreement prior to the Board meeting, the Board is requested to approve this
stipulation agreement. [If the company has not signed this stipulation agreement,
the Board is requested to authorize litigation. Therefore, it is the recommendation
of the staff that the Board grant the Chairman and the Executive Director the
discretionary authority to either sign the negotiated stipulation agreement or to
commence legal action against Union Scrap lron and Metal Company, Inc., as appropriate.

1. Background:

Union Scrap Iron and Metal Company, Inc. has operated and maintained a battery
scrapping faci]ity at 129 North Plymouth Avenue (called the Shafer site) and
currently operates a battery fragment storage site at 1608 North Washington Avenue
" (called the 1608 site) in downtown Minneapolis. |

A. 129 Plymouth Avenue Horth (Shafer site). The company operated a battery

scrapping facility at the Shafer site from 1973 through 1981. The facility
property was leased from the Minnesota Department of Transportation {MnDOT}.
Since June 12, 1973, the company has been on notice from the MPCA, the
Department of Labor and Industry, the city of Minneapolis, and the Metropolitan
Waste Contrq?ICommission for pollution violations resulting from the company's
operations at the Shafer site. Site operations iavolved the breaking or sawing

open of wet batteries followed by the segregatiqn of lead plates, battery cases,



and battery tops. Battery lead and fragments were stored in lugger boxes that
resulied in the drainage of battery acids into the ground. Incidents of acid

leakage into the ground and spillage reaching the sidewalks and Plymeuth Avenue North
and into both sanitary and storm sewers tributary to the Mississippi River have

been repeatedly decumented by several agencies. The company ended the Shafer site
operations on or before March 6, 1981, which was the last day ofithe lease agreement
between the company and MnDCT.

As a result oerPCA concerns, the company was required to undertake a Phase |
study at the site in 1980. The Phase I study determined that the company had
contaminated subsurface soils on“the property with at least sulfate and acid as
a resutt of leakage and handling and storage of batteries, battery fragments and
acid. Previous sampling by regulatory agencies has also documented contamination
by the company of soils and standing water near the site with lead and acid. At
this time 1t is not known if ground water contamination has cccurred. The company
received an MPCA notice of violation on June 22, 1982 fof violations of state hazardous
waste regulations.

It was determined by the property owner, regulatory agencies, and the company
that it was in the interests of public safety to demolish the buiiding structure
during the fall of 1982. Prior to demolition, the company scraped the building
floors, excavated a trench area inside the north end of the bui]d%ng, and
excavated approximately the top three inches of soil in the outside triangie

on the south side of the site.

B. 1608 Kashington Avenue North. The company has operated a battery
fragment processing facility at the 1608 Washington Avenue North site (1608 site)

since about 1973. Battery tops, lead fragments including fine particulates,



plastic, and rubber generated from company plants havé been stored out-of-doors at
the site since 1973. On-site operations alsc consisted of a fragment crushing and
segregation operation whereby lead and plastic materials are removed and stored for
resale. The rubber battery fragments were returned to out-of-door piles. These

—KFubber fragments are hazardous wastes due to lead content. Over the past several
years, the company has repeatedly stated fo representatives of th city of
Minneapclis, the Minnesota Department of Labor and Industry, the Minnesota
Department of Health, and the MPCA that all out-of-door waste pifes at the 1608 site
would be removed in short order. The company has not prevented run—off,.run—on, or
Teachate generation from this site and to date these piles have been in existence
for nearly 10 years.

The company has been on notice from the MPCA and the city of Minneapolis for
pollution violations since April 3, 1979 when lead debris was observed on the city
streets and easements adjacent to the 1608 site. The MPCA issued the company a
notice of violation for fugitive lead emissions on May 5, 1980. The company was
also placed on notice on April 13, 1982 for viclations of federal hazardous waste
regulations ccncerning the handling, storage, and disposal of hazardous waste.

A second notice of violation waé issued to the company on June 22, 1982 for
violations of analogous state hazardous waste regulations.

1. Discussion:

A. 129 Plymouth Avenue North (Shafer Site}. The staff is concerned that

past operations at the company's Shafer site have caused soil and ground water
potlution. This cdncern ts based upon knowledge of past operations as well as
the results of numerous samples taken by MPCA, city of Minneapolis, and Metropolifan

Haste Control Commission personnel which have consistently shown low pH and high



-

lead values in the soils, surface run-off and in the sewer disbharges. Additionally,
subsurface soil pH was monitored in August, 1980 and showed a level of 1.0 pH units
indicating very acidic conditions at a depth of 17 feet,

Since 1580, staff ohservations have identified additional sources of
subsurface contamination. Two sanitary sewer connections in the Shafer site
were noted to be completel]y deteriorated and thus allowed a direc§ discharge of
waste process waters finto the ground for an undetermined length og time. Sanitary
sewers downgradient and adjacent to the Shafer site deteriorated”and caused
2nd Street North to collapse on at Jeast two occasions jn 1982, 1t appears
that the Shafer site was a major contributor of acid to this sewer (see attached
chronology).

Additionally, there are areas of soil which have historically received battery
acid run-off during battery processing. Lime was spread on the area in an attempt
to neutralize the acid. Deteriorated sidewaTks and street gutters leading from
this battery breaking area aiso serve as indicators of potential problems. At
this time the extent and nature of subsurface and surface lead, arsenic, acid, and
sulfate contamination is not known and no ground water wells are available.

B, 1608 Washington Avenue North (1608 Site). Staff concerns regarding the

1608 site center around the extensive piles of lead, plastic, and rubber which are
in out-of-door storage. These piles have been coveraed recently by tarps, however,
in the past there were no provisions to prevent run-on, run~off, and leachate
formation and curfent1y additional measures are'necessary. The staff have observed
water run-off from the pile storage areas subsequent to rainfall, It has also

“been noted that trucks frequently use the property for temporary parking and



maneuvering and thus introduce piie contaminants onto the public streets., This
parking area 1s freguently submerged in standing water.

The stiputation agreemeni that has been proposed with the company would
reguire:

1. A study of surface and subsurface soil contamination at both sites
looking for lead, arsenic, pH, and sulfate. LY

2. Installiation of ground water monitoring wells an§ a study of
upgradient and downgradient water quality at the Shafer site. Should soil
studies at the 1608 site indicate a potential for ground water degradation,
then ground water monitoring wou}d also have to be comnleted.

3. A schedule and plan for the removal of all pile constituents from
the 1608 site within 15 months.

4. Determination of necessary remedial actions to correct contaminations
determined by the studies.

The company and the staff have considered many aiternatives in negotiating
study_and_remediaI actions and the staff agreed to a two-phase approach to the
situatidn. That is: 1) a study stipulation agreement to define the extent and
magnitude of company caused contamination as well as defining remedial actions;
and 2) a second agreement to implement necessary remedial actions. The first
phase agreement would only establish a penaity for failure to comply with
provisions of tne agreement. The penalty relating to mismanagement of hazardous
waste and contamination of the environment would be included in the phase two
stipulation agreement. At that time the problem would be better defined and an

appropriate penalty ltevel could be set.
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If the company hés not signeﬂ the MPCA 1issued étipu1ati§n agreement, then
the staff believes that Titigation is necessary to compel compliiance,
ITI. Conclusions: |

Based upon the fnspections and information discussed abeove, the MPCA staff
alleges that Union Scrap Iron and Metal Company, Inc., which is operated by
Mr. Richard Rosen, has repeatedly violated numerous provisions of Minnesota
hazardous waste and water poliution regulations and statutes and may cause harm
to the public health and the environment. The staff believe that after 14 months
of negotiation, the company should sign the latest version of the MPCA issuad
stiplation agreement. If the company has not signed this stipulation agreement,
then the staff believe that iitigaticn is necessary to compel compliance in order
o protect human health and the environment.

IV. Recommendation:

It is the recommendation of the. staff that the Board authorize either the
Chairman and the Executive Director to sign the stipu]atibn agreement or the
Executive Director to request the Attorney General tc commence legal action
against the Union Scrap Iron and Metal Company, Inc.

Suggested Staff Resolution

BE IT RESOLVED, that the Minnesota Poliution Control Agency authorizes efther
the Chairman and the Executive Director to sign the stipulation agreement or the
Executive Directbr to request the Attorney General to commence legal action against
the Union Scrap Iron and Metal Company, Inc., for the purposes of enforcing state

statutes and Minnesota Pollution Control Agency hazardous waste ruies.



Attachment 2

ENFORCEMENT CHROMOLOGY OF UNICON SCRAP TRON AND METAL COMPANY, INC.

Date Site Event Agency
6~22-73 Shafer Complaint: Acid onto sidewalks and street Minneapolis
Inspections
Department
6-25-73 Shafer Acid onto sidewalks and street MPCA
§-13-73 Shafer Complaint: Acid onto sidewalks and sireet MPCA
1-18-74 Shafer Complaint: Acid onto sidewalks and stheet MPCA.
9-.20-74 Shater Complaint: Acid onto sidewalks and street MPCA and
and storm sewer - Minneapolis
11-7-74 Shafer Acid onto sidewalks and street Minneapolis
3-12-75 Shafer Inspection: Acid onto sidewalks and street MPCA
4-21-75 Shafer Improper sewer discharge and battery acid MPCA
onto streets : '
4-22-75 Shafer Letter of noncompliance Metropolitan
: Waste Control
Commisstion
{MWCC)
12-20-77  210-15th Notice of Viclation -~ incinerator MPCA
Avenue No.
8-28-78 Shafer MPCA requests soil borings MPCA
1-3-79 Shafer Citation for acid being discharged into Minneapo]is'
storm sewers
4-~3-79 1608 Citation for acid, lead, and debris in Minneapolis
streets
4-3-79 Shafer Citation for acid on public streets Minneapoclis
8-31-79 1608 . MPCA requests soil borings MPCA
11-30-79  Shafer MPCA requests hazardous waste facility MPCA
permit complietion
3-20-80 Shafer Acid down the sewer Minneapolis
3-20-80 Shafer Citations for acid discharges and lead Minneapalis
and

3-27-80

discharges to the sewer



fate Site Event Agency
4.-2-80 Shafer Yiolation of sewer discharge reguiations, MHCC
summary of five years of noncompliance
4-3-80 Shafer City issues orders to clean the lead out Minneapolis
' of the city sewers, MUCC estimated 4G-50
tons in sewers
4-.17-80 Shafer The company performs soil borings
42980 Shafer MPCA sampling confirms high lead levels
5-5-80 1608 Notice of violation issued to the conpany MPCA
: for fugitive lead emissions
8-13-80 1608 MPCA warning letter to company for continued MPCA
fugitive dust viclations for lead
12-24-80  Shafer and Phase T study demonstrated high potential MPCA
1608 for soil and subsurface contamination
1-20-81 1608 MPCA requests Phase 11 study
3-23-61 1608 Citation for encroachment upon pubiic Minneapolis
properiy with lead contaminants
4-13-82 1608 Warning Tetter for violation of federal MPCA/EPA
hazardous waste regulations
4.-19-82 Z210-15th Citation for encroachment upon public Minneapolis
Avenue HNo. property
5-20-82 Shafer Citation for failure to comply with Minneapolis
written orders
6-18-82 1608 MPCA issues notice of violation to company MPCA
for violation of state hazardous waste
regulations
10-13-82  Shafer Building demolition
h-24-82 The company and the MPCA have 13 stipu]atioﬁ
through agreement meetings in this time period
7-18-83
6-1-83 210-15th MPCA warns company of additicnal improper MPCA
Avenue No. battery storage and informs company that
1itigation will be requested if agreement
is not reached
7-26-83 MPCA Teiter to company requesting stipulation  MPCA

agreement conclusion or litigation will he
requested in August, 1983



Attachment 3

STATE OF MINNESOTA ' MINNESOTA POLLUTION

COUNTY OF RAMSLY | "~ CONTROL AGENCY

In the Matter of the Alleged

Yiolation of Minnesota Statutes 115.067,

116.081, and Minnesota Rules 6 MCAR 884 .6004,

4,8022, 4.8014, and 4,9004 and 4.90710 by

Union Scrap Iron and Metal Company STIPULATION AGREEMENT

A. RECITALS A,

1. Parties. The parties to this Agreement are the Minnesota Pollution
Contral Agency, hereinafter the “Agency," and Union Scrap Iron and Metal
Company, hereinafter the "“Company,"

2. Company Operation. The Company owns and operates a facility Tocated

at 1608 Washington Avenue North in Minneapolis, Minnesota and formerly operated
a hazardous waste facility on leased land Tocated at 129 Plymouth Avenue North

in Minneapolis, Minnesota.

3. Acency Authority. The Agency is a statutory agency of the state of
Minnesota charged with overall powers and duties to administer and enforce all
Jaws, statutes, standards, rules, and stipulation agreements relating to the
prevention, control, or abatement of water, air, noise, and Tand polilution and
to the management, collection, treatment, transportation, storage, and disposal
of solid and hazardous waste in the state. This authority is specifically
described in Minnesota Statutes 115 and 116 (1982).

4. Rules. "The Agency, after legal notice and hearing, has adopted and
has filed in the Office of the Secretary of State, rules that havé the force

and effect of law and general application throughout the state of Minnesota.



6.  Background.

a. 129 Plymouth Avenue North (Shafer Plant). The Company operated a

battery scrapping facility at the Shafer Plant from 1973 through 1981. The
scrapping operation involved processing nonreusable wet charge batteries for
the ﬁurpose of recovering lead scrap and other by-products of the salvage. The
faci1fty property was leased from the Minnesota Department of Transportation
{MnDOT).

Since June 12, 1973, the Company has been on notice from the
Agency, the city of Minneapolis, and the Metropolitan Waste Contrp1 Commission
for alleged poliution vialations resulting from the Company's opefations at the
Shafer Plant. PFlant operaticns involved the breaking or sawing open of wet
batteries faliowed by the SEQ?EQ&ifOH of lead plates, hattery cases, and
battery tops. Battery Jezd and fragments were stored in lugger boxes that
resultted in the drainage of some battery acids into the ground., Incidents of
acid leakage into the ground and 3pijlage reaching the sidewalks and Plymouth
Avenue North and into beth sanitary and storm sewers have been alleged by the
aforementioned agencies. The Company replaced a corroded storm sewer basin.

The Company ended plant operations on or before March 6, 1887,
which was the last day of the lease agreement between the Company and MnDDT.

As a result of Agency concerns, the Company was required to
undertake a Phase I study at the site. The Phase I study determined that the
Company had contaminated the surface soils and subsurface soils on the property
with at least lead, sulfate, and acid as a result of Teakage and handiing and
storage of batteries, battery fraaments and acid. Previous sampling by regulatory
agencies has also documented contamination by the Company of the surface

waters near the plant with lead and scid. At this time it is not known if



ground water contamination has cccurved. The Company received an_Agency Notice
of Violation on June 22, 1982 for viclations of state hazardous waste
regulations.

It was determined by the property owner, regulatory agencies,
and the Company that it was in the interests of public safely to demoTish the
budeihg stfucture during the fall of 1982. Prior to demolition, the Company
requested that the structure's floors be scraped to remove potential
accumulations of lead. Tée Company then completed the cleaning oﬁkthe building
floors, excavated a trench area inside the north end of the building, and excavated
approximately the top thres inches of soil in the outside trﬁang1é ont the
south side of the site., Said cleanup and excavated materials are being
held in storage containers by ihe‘tompany for use in the Company's Poly Metal
Products Plant Tead reclamation process.

b. 1608 Washinaton Avenue North. The Company has operated a

battery fragment processing faciiity at the 1608 Washington Avenue North site
(Washington Avenue Plant) since about 1973. Battery tops and fragments
generated from Company plants have been stored out-of-doors at the site since
1973. On-site operations also consisted of a fragment crushing and segregation
operation whereby lead and plastic materials are removed and stored for resale.
The rubber battery fragments were returned to out-of-door piles.

The Company has been on notice from the Agency and the city of
Minneapolis for alleged pollution v%o?ations since April 3, 1979 when lead
debris were observed on the city streets and easements adjacent to the
Washington Avenue Plant. The Agency issued the Company a Hotice of Violation

for fugitive lead emissions on May 5, 1980. The Company has also been placed
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on notice by for alleged violations of federal hazardous waste regulaticns
resulting from alleged improper handling, storage, and disposal of hazardous
waste and for refusing to allow a U. S. EPA representative to sample the pile
oni-site. Another Notice of Violation was issued to the Company on June 22, 1982
for vielations of state hazardous waste regulations.

6. Alleaed Violations.

a. Jhe Shafer'Plant. The Agency alleges'that in the operation of
its Shafer Plant the Company has violated the following Minnesotaﬁétatutes and
ruies:

1) 6 MCAR 84,8004 (Minn. Rule SW 4) states in part:

"SoTid waste shall not be deposited at any intermediate or
final solid waste disposal site 4n such a manner that material
or leackinzs therefrom may cause pollution of ground or surface
waters,

"A person shall make an intermadiate or final disposal of
any solid waste only at a site or facility for which a
permit hes been jssued by the Agency unTess otherwise
provided by these regulations.,®

Minnesotz Rule SW 4, prior to June 18, 1979, further provided:

"Disposal of toxic and hazardous wastes shall be in a safe
and pollution-free manner and in compliance with the
reguiations of federal, state and local governments and
their regulatory agencies.”

The Agency alleges that the Company disposed of solid and toxic
and hazardous waste in a manner that does not comply with the provisicns of
this rute.

2) 6 MCAR 84,8022 (d3(2),(3), and (4) state:

"(2) MNo sewage, industrial waste, other waste, or other
pollutants shall be allowed to be discharged to the
unsaturated zone or deposited in such place, wmanner or

quantity that the effluent or residue therefrom upon
reaching the water table, may actually or potentially



preclude or 1imit the use of the underground waters as a
potable water supply, nor shall any such discharge or
deposit be allowed which may pollute the underground
waters. A1l such possible sources of pollutants shail be
monitored at the discharger's expense as directed by the
Agency. '

"{3) Treatment, safeguards or other control measures shall
be provided by the persecn responsible for any sewage,
industrial waste, other waste, or other pollutants which
are to be or have been discharged to the unsaturated zone
or deposited there, or which have been discharged to the
zone of saturation, to the extent necessary to ensure that
the same wiil not constitute or continue to be a source of
poilution of the underground waters or impair the natural
quality thereof.

"(4) Toxic pollutants including but not Yimited to,
radioactive substances, chemicals, metals, solvents,
petroleum products, plating wastes, and acids and bases,
shall not be discharged or deposited in any manner such as
to endanger the quality or uses of the underground waters."

The Agency alleges that the Company did not have the proper

containment safeguards for the handling of toxic wastes and thereby caused

poliutants to be deposited in violation of the provisions of this rule.

3)

Minnesota Statute §715.061 (1980) states:

"115.061 DUTY TO HOTIFY AND AVOID WATER POLLUTION. It

is the duty of every person to notify the agency
immediately of the discharge, accidental or otherwise, of
any substance oy material under its control which, if not
recovered, may cause poltlution of waters of the state, and
the responsiblie person shall recover as rapidly and as
thoroughly as possible such substance or material and take
immediately such other action as may be reasonably possible
to minimize or ahate poliution of waters of the state
caused thereby.”

The Agency alleges that the Company repeatedly discharged

hazardous wastes from its operations and failed to recover the hazardous

wastes in violation of the provisions of this statute.

4)

5 MCAR §4.9010 A and B state:



"A. Duty to report. Any person who owns, has possession
of, or otherwise has control of a hazardous waste that
spills, Teaks or otherwise escapes from a container,
vehicle tank, storage tank, portable tank or other
containment sysiem, including its associated piping, shall
immediately notify the agency if the hazardous waste may
cause pollution of the air, Tand, or waters of the state.
The persen shall use, when applicable, the agency's 24-hour
telephone notification service.

B, Duty to recover. Any persor who owns, has possession
of, or otherwise has control of a hazardous waste that
spills, leaks, or otherwise escapes from a container,
vehicte tank, storage tank, or other containment system,
inctuding its associated piping, shall recover: the
hazardous wastes as rapidiy and as thoroughly as possibie
and shall immediately take such other action as may be
reasonably possible fo protect human 1ife and health and
minimize or abate pollution of the water, air or land
resources of the state caused thereby.”

The Agency alleges that the Company failed to report and recover

hazardous wastes that were spilled or leaked from containers, containment

systems and associated piping in violation of the provisions of this rule.

5)

6 MCAR 84,8014 {c)(13) states in part:

"No sewage, industrial waste or other wastes shall be
discharged into the intrastate waters of the state in
such quantity or in such manner alone or in combination
with other substances as to cause pollution thereof as
defined by law."

The Agency alleges that the Company deposited wastes on Company

property which may have been discharged or which may potentially be discharging

to the Mississippi River,

6

Minnesota Statute &€116.0871 Subdivision 1 {1980) states in part:

"176.081 PROMIBITIONS. Subdivision 1. Obtain Permit.

It shall be unlawful for any person to construct, install
or operate an emission facility, air contaminant treatment
facility, treatment facility, potential air contaminant
storage facility, storage facility, or system or facility
related to the coellecticon, transportation, storage, or
disposal of solid waste, or any part thereof unless



otherwise exempted by any agency regulation now in force or
hereinafter adopted, until plans therefor shall have been
submitted to the agency, and a written permit therefor
shall have been granted by the agency. The requirements of
this section shall not be applied to motor vehicles.”

The Agency alleges that the Company established and operated a

hazardous waste facility without filing the required permit applications with

the Agency.
7)

6 MCAR 84,9004 C. 5{d) states in part:

"d. The facility operator shall not dispose of hazardous
wastes in a manner that contaminates the soil-unless such
disposal is authorized in a Hazardous Waste Faciiity
Permit." '

The Agency alleges that the Company contaminated the soil with

hazardous waste without Agency permit authority.

8)

6 MCAR 84,9004 C.1. states in part:

g, The facility operator shall prepare procedures for
personnel to follow in the case of spilis of hazardous
wastes and in the case of fire and cther emergencies.
The facility operator shall post these procedures in a
conspicuous place at the facility site.

"y, The facility operator shall have safety egquipment
available at the facility site for use during spilis,
fires and other emergencies.

“e, The facility operator shall have available at all
times written procedures for handling spills, fires and
other emergencies, The Tacility operator shall train and
instruct all personnel at the facility site in these
procedures. The facility operator shall maintain records
of the training and instruction programs that are held,

"d, The facility operator shall construct and begin
operating a site monitoring system that is approved by the
agency as adequate to determine the effect of the facility
on the soil, ground water and air before accepting or
storing any hazardous waste at the facility.

"e, The facility operator shall control access to the
facility by the use of fences, gates, locks and other similar



methods and allow access only to persons who are
knowledgeabie in the safety and emergency procedures needed
for handling the hazardous waste. The facility operator

shall provide security against unauthorized entry onto the site....

i, The facility operator shall prevent the discharge of
hazardous waste from the facility to the surface waters or
ground waters of the state. The facility operator shall
prevent hazardous waste from entering drains, sewer iniets,
storm sewers, sanitary sewers, doorways, vents, tunnels,
pipes, windows or areas with permeable earth or soil floors."

The Agency alleges that the Company operated a hazardous waste
facility without complying with the provisions of this rule. A,

b. The Washington Avenue PTant. The Agency alleges that in the

operation of its Washington Avenue Plant the Company has violated the following
Minnesota statutes and rules:
1) Minnesota Statute §115.061 (1980) is stated in part on
page 6 of this Agreement.

The Agency alleges that the Company has repeatedly discharged
hazardous wastes from its operations and failed to recover and provide adequate
safeguards for the prevention of hazardous waste discharges from its facility
in violation of the provisions of this statute.

2) 6 MCAR 84,6004 {Minnesota Rule SW 4) is stated in part

on page 4 of this Agreement.

The Agency alleges that the Company disposed of solid and toxic
and hazardous waste in a manner that does not comply with the provisions of
this rule.

3). 6 MCAR §4.8022 (d){2), (3), and (4) is stated, in part, on

page 5 of this Agreement.



The Agency alleges that the Company has not complied with the

provisions of this rule.

4)

part on page 7.

Minnesota Statute §116.081 Subdivision 1 {1980) is stated in

The Agency alleges that the Company has violated the provigions

of this statute,

5)

6 MCAR 84,8004 C.71. states in part:

"C. Hazardous waste faciiity operation,

1.

General. No person shall operate a hazardous

waste facility except in conformance with the following
requirements:

a. .. The facility operator shall prepare
procedures for personnel to follow in the case of
spills of hazardous waste and in the case of fire
and other emergencies. The faciTity operator
shall post these procedures in a conspicuous
place at the facility site.

b. The Tacility operator shall have safety
equipment available at the facility site for use
during spills, fires and other emergencies.

c. The facility operator shall have available
at all times writien procedures for handling
spitls, fires and other emergencies. The
facility operator shall frain and instruct all
persorne] at the facility site in these
procedures. The facility operator shall maintain
records on the training and instruction programs
that are held.

d. The facility operator shall construct and
begin operating a site monitoring system that is
approved by the agency as adequate to determine
the effect of the facility on the soil, ground
water and air before accepting or stering any
hazardous waste at the facility.

e. The facility operator shall control access
to the facility by the use of fences, gates,
Tocks and other simiiar methods and aliow access
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only toc persons who are knowledgeable in the o
safety and emergency procedures needed for :
handling the hazardous waste. The facility
operator shall provide security against
unauthorized entry onto the site...

h. The facility operator shall not allow
scavenging at the facility.

i. The facility operator shall prevent the
discharge of hazardous waste from the facility to
the surface waters or ground waters of the state.
The facility operator shall prevent, hazardous
waste from entering drains, sewer inlets, storm
sewers, sanitary sewers, doorways, vents,
tunnels, pipes, windows or areas with permeable
earth or soil floors."

The Agency alleges that the Company has been operating a
hazardous waste facility without complyinrg with the provisions of this rule.
6) 6 MCAR 84,9004 C.3. states:

c. The facility operator shall store hazardous

waste in containers and tarks in a manner such

that the facility operator can locate any

shipment of hazardous waste and any hazardous

waste from any particular generator stored on the site.

d. The facility operator shall store hazardous
waste in containers and tanks that are located
out-of-doors only within a liner and dike system
which meets the following requirements:

(1} The liner and dike system shall have a
per@eabi1ity rate no greater than

107/ centimeters per second when being
subjected to a head of one foot of water and
shall be of & composition that will not
increase in permeability as a result of
gontact with hazardous waste,

(2} The Tiner and dike system shall be
constructed so as to hold a volume equal to
the volume of the largest storage tank plus
the total capacity of all containers and
portable tanks plus one foot of freeboard.
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{3) The interface between the dike and
underlying Tiner shall be constructed so as
to provide a seal against movement of
hazardous waste or solutiens thereof.

{4} The dike shall be constructed in a
manner that provides necessary ramps for
vehicles needing access to the storage areas.”

The Agehcy alleges that the Company has been operating a
hazardous waste facility without complying with the provisioﬁs of this hazardous
waste facility rule.

7} Minﬁ* Rule APC 6 states in part:

“v(a) HNo person shall cause or permit the handling,

use, transporting, or storage of any material in

a manner which may allow avoidable amounts of particulate
matter to become air-borne. ‘

(b) HNo person shall cause or permit a building or
appurtenances or a road, or a driveway, or an open
area to be consiructed, used, repaired or demolished
without applying all such reasonable measures as

may be reguired to prevent particulate matter

from becoming air-borne, The Birector may

require such reasonable measures as may be

necessary to prevent particulate matier from
becoming air-borne incliuding, but not lTimited

to, paving or freguent clearing of roads, driveways
and parking tots; application of dust-frees surfaces;
appTication of water; and the planting and maintenance
of vegetative ground cover."

The Agency alleges that the Company has allowed avoidable
amounts of particulate matter to become air-borne in Vidiation of the
provisions of this rule.

7. Company Denial. The Company denies each and every allegation set

forth herein and nothing contained herein shall be construed as an admission

of any allegation or admission of Tiability.



8. Purpose of Agreement. The purpose of this Agreement is to: 1) Identify

the study requirements that will be prereguisife to defining the extent, if any,
of soil and ground water contaminations at both Company sites; 2) {(Plan and
implement a schedule to remove all piles in out-of-door storage at 1603
Washington Avenue North}; 3) Define an Agency approved method for recycling

of rubber fragments currently in out-of-door sterage at the Washington Avenue
Plant; and 4) To assist in identifying remedial actions, if any, necessary to
correct contamination resulting from Company operations. A scheditle and plan
for the corrective actions, if any, to be performed by the Company will be
defined in a second stipulation agreement following the submission of
information and plans required by‘this Fgreement, but nothing herein shall
prevent the Company from undertaking such approved remedial action as may be
appropriate prior to the finalization of such Stipulation Agreement. This

Stipulation Agreement shall not resclve the violations alleged in Section A.6.
B, AGRECMERNT

NOW, THEREFORE, it is hereby agreed and stipulated as follows:
1. Definition. For the purposes of this Agreement, the following terms
have the meanings given:

a. Contaminated soils means soils that:

1) Exh%hﬁt the characteristic of corrosivity as defined in
6 MCAR 8§4.9001 or 40 C.F.R. §82561.22; and/or

2}  Exhibit the characteristic of EP Toxicity as defined in
40 C.F.R. §261.24 for cadmiunm, laad, or arsenici and/or

3) Contain total concentrations of lead such that the soil

would be classified as hazardous pursuant fto 6 MCAR §4.0002,



b. Director means the Director of Solid and Hazardous Waste

Division of the Agency.

C. Rubber fragments means those fragments that have been generated

from battery rectamaticon operations and are segregated from lead and plastic
materials. The Company has estimated that about 1,000 tons of rubber fragments
are in out-of-~door piles stored at its Washington Avenue Plant at the time of
execution of this Agreement.

Z. Company Responsibitities, The Company agrees to implement the

following program at the Shafer Plant and at the Washington Avenue Plant,

a. Consultant. Within 10 days after the effective date of this

Agreement, the Company shall retain the services of an experienced consultant
to provide the Company with the technical expertise to perform the tasks set
forth in parts B.2.b. - B.2.7. of this Agreement. AT site closure plans

specifications must be subwmittsd by a professional engineer registered in the

state of Minnesota,

b. Soil and Ground Hater Contamination Investigation FPlan, Shafer

Plant. Within 30 working days of the effective date of this Agreement the
Company shall submit to the Director a written plan to investigate the extent
of horizontal and vertical soil and ground water contamination, 1if any,
resulting from the Company's past activities at the Shafer Plant. The plan
shall include the following:

1. A proposed plan and schedule for soil sémpiing and analysis.
~The nlan will be completed within 30 days after receipt of the Director's
approval of the plan. The plan shall provide for sampling and analysis

of the following on-site soils to determine if they are contaminated soils as
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defined in this Agreement:

a) Five soil borings shall be performed and sampled at
approved intervals from the surface to the ground Qater table.- (Thése five
boring areas shall include four areas) defined by the Company as:

| | 1) The two outdoor areas used for battery storage
which recetved spiliage and drainage from batteries and fragments;
2) Indoor areas which were used to crush batteries

4

and treat acid; and

1.
A
£y

3)  The two underground areas whe?e it iﬁlprobab1e
that corrosive process waters and wastes have corroded sanitary sewers to the
extent of re?éasinq waste water into the ground.

b)Y  The first .12 inches of soil OVE* the remaining
outdoor pertion of the sife using representative sémUTing methods which will
identify the presence or absence of contaminated soils; and

¢) The soils underlying the first 12 inches of soil where
the first 12 inches are contaminated soils. Soi1 inspections shail continue in
12 inch 1ifts for the first three feet and then in two foot 1ifts thereafter
until the extent of vertical and horizontal contamination attributable to the
Company has been identified, but nothing herein shall prevent the Company at
its option from inspecting and analyzing soil layers by 1ifts less than the
specified vertical dimensions;

2. A description of procedures to be used for the sampling and

Taboratory analysis of soils. These procedures shall include methods for the
collection of soil samples, the Taboratory's analytical methods, detection

Himits and guality assurance programs.



~15-

3. A description of procedures for proper closure and grouting
of soil boriﬁg sites.

&4, A proposed plan for installation of a minimum of three
monitoring wells into the first surficial drift aquifer beneath the site., The
monitoring wells shall be screenad three to five feet into the top of this
aquifer. The wells shall be Tocated so that at least one will monitor the

“ground water entering the site {upgradient well) ard at least two wells monitor

1
By

the ground water leaving the site (downgradient wells). The p?anuéhaWT provide
for installation of the monitoring wells within 30 days af&er receipt of the
approval of the plan by the Director.

5. A description.of procedures to be uged for well
construction and installation, ground water sampling, and faboratory ana]ysis.
of the three monitoring wells, and statement as to the frequency of ground
water sampling. Frequency of sampling shall be not less than quarteriy for at
Teast one year after installation, and the first sampling shall take place
within seven days of completion of fnstallation cof the monitoring wells. The
samples shall be analyzed for pH, lead, arsenic, and sulfate concentrations.
These procedures shall include the methods for collection and preservation of
samples, the laboratory's analytical methods, quality assurance program, and
the format for the reporting of analytical results to the Director. A
statement of the laboratory's projected éetection Timits is also required., The
Director shall have the option to split water samples with the Company for
analysis by the Minnescta Department of Health.

6. A plan as to when ground water monitoring can bé

discontinued. In no event shall ground water monitoring be discontinued
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before one annual series of quarterly sampling has heen completed. The plan
may provide that if the results of one year of quarterly ground water
monitoring show no degradation of the downgradient water gquality which may be
reasonably attributable to the Company when compared to the respective
upgradient well waterlqua1ity, then the Company may upon 30 days written notice
to the Director, discontinue the monitoring program.

7. A description of procedures for the abandonmeyt of the water
monitoring wells in accbrdance with 7 MCAR §1.218, Minnescta Depaftment of

Health Water Well Construction Code.

C. Implementation of Soil and Ground water‘Contamination

Investigation Plan, Shafer Plant.” Upon receipt of notification by the Director

of approval of the soil and ground water investigation plan, the Company shall
implement the plan.

d. Reporting Requirements, Shafer Plant.

T. Soil Contamination Invesﬁigation Report. Within 30 days of

the Company's receipt of the analytical data obtainad from the soil
contamination investigation, the Company shall submit a written report of the
results to the Director. The réport shall include the following:

a)  Results of the soil inspections, including a drawing
of the s%te to a suitable scale depicting all soil sampling locatiens;

b) Soi1 sampling analytical results, including test
procedure jdentification and Taboratory test precision:

| c) A conclusion as to the extent and degree of so0il

contamination over the site, detailing estimated soil volumes with horizontal

and vertical dimensions;
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d) A discussion of all analytical discrepancies:

e) A summary and conclusion including all relevant
scientific and professional cbservations necessary to define the potential
~impacts of measured soil contamination.

2. Ground Water Contamination Investication Report.

The Company shall report the results of its ground water contamination

investigation as follows:
' n

a)  Report After First Sampling. Within BO-éays of

the Company's receipt of the analytical data obtained froﬁ the first ground
water sampling, the Company shall submit a written report of the results éo the
Dirgctor. The Report shail include the following:

1) A description of the ground water
characteristics beneath the site, including the watertable depth(s), most
probable water flow direction(s), and significant confining layers, if any,
including permeabilities.

2) Ground_water_samp]ing analytical results,
including any analytical discrepancies, test procedure identification, and
taboratory precision and accuracy data; and

3) A conclusion as to the extent and degree of
ground water contamination comparing measured ground water constituent
concentrations to drinking water standards Tisted in 6 MCAR 84.8014(D) (1)
and compared to upgradient ground water quality.

b)  Reports After Subsequent SampTing. Within

20 days of the Company's receipt of the analytical data obtained from ground

water sampling done after the first sampling, the Company shall submit a
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written report of the results to the Director. The report shall include the
following: | .

1) Ground water sampling analytical results, test
procedure identification, and laboratory precision and accuracy data:

2) A discussion of any analytical discrepancies: and

3) A written conclusion of the extent and degree of
ground water contamination, comparing measured ground water constituent
concentrations to drinking water standards set forth in 6 MCAR §%08014(D)(T)
and compared to upgradient ground water quality.

e. Remedial Action Plan, Shafer Plant. Within 4% days after

the submission of the ground wate; contamination report required by Part
B.2.d.2.a)} of this Agreement, the Company shaWi submit for‘the Director's
approvat a proposed remedial action plan detailing the necessary ameliorative
actions relative to seil and water contamination which may be reasonably
attributable to the Company's activities at the Shafer Plant. A1l Company
activities provided fer in the plan shall comply with all applicable rules of
the Agency and all regulations of the U.S. EPA.

The ptan shall include the following:

1. A plan and schedule for the removal, if necessary, of
contaminated soils on the site, specifying excavation volumes and excavation
methods. (This plan shall inciude record keeping provisions that identify the
dates, volumes and disposal, storage or treatment fates of all soils moved

off-site.)}
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2. A plan and schedule for the proper disposal and/or storage
of excavated soils. |

3. A description of precautions to be taken to minimize the
amounts of air-borne contaminated soils and fugitive dust ¢generated during
excavation, transport and disposal activities and to protect personnel from the
hazard of handling the excavated soils during implementation of this plan,

4, A description of a method of filling in of soj1 excavation
sites. Unless otherwise appropriate by reason of future use of tge site, sofil
excavation areas shall be backfilled with soils more impervious %han the
excavated soils and landscaped to promote runoff: and

5. Identification of the femporary storage Tocation{s) for
excavated soils which may be proceﬁsed for lead reclamation in the Company's
Poly Metal Products Plant in St. Paud.

f. Piles at Washington Avenue Plant. The Company shall not p1ace'

any additional materials in the piles at the‘washington Avenue Plant untid

such time as: 1) the nature of potential soil and ground water contamination
at the site is defined; and 2) the facility is constructed in accordance with

6 MCAR 84,9004 to prevent the generation of Teachate, water run-on and run-off,
and fugitive dust emissions which cause violation of applicable hazardous waste
and air quality standards, Within thirty days after the effective date of this
Agreement, the Company shall submit fo the Director, for approval, a written
plan and schedule for the expeditious removal of the piles. The plan shall
provide for the rémova1 of 311 out-of-door piles within (fifteen (15) mortths}

of the effective date of this Agreement. (This plan shall aiso include
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record keeping provisions so that detailed records are maintained for all
shipments going to all off-site Tocations which specify dates, guantities and
7 treatment, storage or disposal fates.) Upon receipt 6f notification by the
Director of approval of the waste pile removal plan, the Company shall
implement the plan.

g. Reuse of Rubber Fragments, Washington Avenue Plant. The Company

shall implement the Director approved schedule and plan to remove and reuse all
of the rubber fragments accumulated at the Washington Avenue Plant.

1.  The Company shall process the rubber fragment piles from its
Washington Avenue Plant as expeditiocusly as possible by sieving all rubber
fragments through a number 10 mechanical sieving device. The Company shall
nlace all lead particulates from %he sieving into containers and shall store
such containers in doors until the comtents are sold as Tead scrap or are
reprocessed for sale. The Company shall employ suitable precautions to
prevent the generation of air-borne emissions and fugitive dust which cause
violation of applicable air standards during all phases of the handling of the
rubber fragmants,

2. The Company shall not store the processed rubber fragments
at the Washington Avenue Plant and all fragments shall be removed within one
year from the effective date of this Agreement.

3. Up to 1,000 tons of any processed ruhber fragments may be
used in vroad construction as asphalt road base course asphalt {black base)} with
a maximum blend of 5 to 10 percent, by volume, of the total base course in the
base laver. The Company shall not sell rubber fragments for incorporation into
asphalt unless the-purchaser has obtaired all necessary Agency permits relevant
to the use of rubber fragments in asphalt. Two working days prior to tﬁe commencement

incorporation of rubber fragments into asphalt, the Company shall notify the
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Birector of the intention to do so.

4. When rubber-fragment asphalt road base course maferiaT is.
uséd in road construction, it shall be covered by three inches of asphalt
containing no rubber fragments. Ten days prior to incorporating any
rubber-fragment asphalt road base course material into a road, the Company
shall notify the Director of the intention to do so.

h.  Soil Contamination Investigation Plan, Washington Avenue Plant.

Within 30 days of the effectfve date of the Agreement the Companyksha11 submit
to the Director a written plan to investigate the extent of horizontal and
vertical soil contamination that has resulted from the Company's past |
aﬁtﬁvities at the Washington Avenue Plant. The plan may provide for different
phases of the investigation based on the timing of the elimination of waste
piles at the sfte. The plan shall include the following:

1. A proposed plan and schedule for soil sampling and
analysis, to be completed within 180 days after approval of the plan by the
Director. The plan shall provide for sampling and aralysis of the following
soils:

a})  The first 12 inches of soil over the entire site using
representative sampling methods which will identify the presence or absence of
contaminated soils; and |

b)  Soils underlying the first 12 inches of soil where the
first 12 inches are contaminated soils. Soil inspections shall continue in
12 inch Tifts for the first three feet and then in two foot 1ifts thereafter
until the extent of vertical and horizontal contamination attributable to the

Company has been identified, but nothing herein shall prevent the Company at
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its option from conducting additional ﬁnspections and analyses of soil layers
by 1ifts less than the specified vertical dimensions;

2. A description of procedures to be used for the sampling
and 1aborat6ry analysis of soils. These procedures shall include methods for
the collection of soil samples, the taboratory's analytical methods, detection
1imits and quality assurance programs; and

3. A description of procedures to be used for proper closure

' 4

and grouting of soil boring sites.

i. Impiementation of Soil Contamination Investigation Plan,

Washington Avenue Plant., Upon receipt of notification by the Director of

4

approval of the soil contamination investigation plan for the Washington Avenue

Plant, the Company shall implement the plan.

j. Reporting Requirements, Washington Avenue Plant,

1. Soil Contamination Invesiigation Report.

Within 30 days of the Company's receipt of the analytical data cbtained from
the soil contamination investigation, the Company shall submit & written
report of the results to the Director. The report shall include the following:

a) Results of the soil inspections, including a drawing
.of the site to a suitable scale depicting all soil sampling locations:

b} Soil sampling analytical results, including test
procedure identification and laboratory test precision;

¢} A conclusion as to the extent and degree of soil
contamination over the site, detailing estimated soil volumes with horizontal
and vertical dimensions;

d} A discussion of all analytical discrepancies;
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e) A summary and conclusion including all relevant
scientific and professional cbservations necessary to define the potential
impacts of measured soil contamination.

f) A conclusion as to the probahility that ground water
contamination has resulted from the contamination of soils.

k.  Ground Water Contamination Investigation Plan, Washinaton Avenus

Plant. If the results of the soil contamination investigation defmonstrate
that ground water contamination attributable to the Company is likely to have

reached the first surficial drift aguifer beneath the Washington Avenue Plant,

submit to the Director a proposed plan for monitoring the

L
!

the Company shal
aguifer within sixty (60} days of notificatien by the Director. The plan shall
contain the same elements as the ground water contamination investigation plan
which the Company is requived by Parts B.Z.b.4.-7, of this Agreement %o prepare
for its Shafer Plant.

1.  fGround Water Contamination Investigation Report. The Company

shall report the results of its ground water contamination investigation in the
manner set forth in Part B.2.d. of this Agreement.

m. Liguidated Damages. The Company shall pay into the

Environmental Response, Compensation and Compliance Fund of the Treasury of the
State of Minnesota the sum of Five Hundred Dollars ($500.00) for each week or
pertion thereof that the Company s in violation of any provisions of this

Agreement.
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n. Documentation of Shafer Plant Site Access Permission.

fThe Company shall submit documentation showing that the Company has obtained
authorization from the the property owner to carry oul the activities described
in all plans anrd such authorization shall not include terms or provisions
unacceptable te the Company. Should the property owner impose conditions or
terms unacceptable to the Company, then the Company shall forward written
documentation of the unacceptable provisions to the Director immediately upon
occurrence .3 : _ Y

3. Agency. In consideration of the Company's performance of the terms,
covenants, and agreements contained herein, the hgency agrees that, during the
period between the effective date of this Agreement and its termination date,
the Agency shall not take sdditional enforcement.aciion against the Company
for the violations of Minnesota statutes and ruies alleged in part A.6. of
this Agreement, sc Tong as the Company is in compliance with the terms of this
Agreement. The parties recognize that upon the termination of the Agreement,
the Agency will have the option to pursue any of the remedies available to it
pursuant to Minnesota Statute 115,077, Subdivision 1 (1982) to enforce the
Minnesota statutes and rules listed in Part A.6. of this Agreement.

4, Genera) Conditions,

a. Remedies of the Parties. The terms of this Agreement shall be

legally enforceable by efther party in a court of competent jurisdiction and
each of the parties retains the right to assert any legal, equitable, or
administrative right of action or defense which may be available by law in

order to implement or enforce the terms of this Agreement.
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b. Liability and Obligation. Except as specifically set forth in

paragraph B.2. of this Agreement, this Agreement shall not release the
Company from any Tiability or obligation imposed by Minnesota statutes, rules or
local ordinances now in effect or which may be adopted in the future.

c. Additional Efforts. Nothing in this Agreement shall preclude the

Agency from exercising any administrative, legal and equitable remedies
available to it to require additional efforts by the Company in the event that
the implementation of sec%ﬁcn B.2., is not adequate to achieve comg]iance with
Minnesota hazardous waste rujes.

d.  Agency Moniftorimg. The Company shall allow the Agency or any

authorized membefs employes or agent thersof, upon presentation of cradentials,
Vaccess at reasonable times to the Cempany's property and facilities Lo obtain
such information and documentation as authorized by appropriate Minnesota
Statutes which is relevant to making a determination that the Company is 1in
compliance with the terms of this Agreement.

r

e. [mergency Powzrs. Nothing in this Agreement shall prevent the

Agency from exercising its emergency powers pursuant to Minnesota Statute
§116.11 (1980) in the event conditions warranting action should arise.

f.  Successors. This Agreement shall be binding upon the Company,
1ts successors and assigns, and upon the Agency, its successors and assigns.

g. Continuing Company Obligation. Should the Company sell or

otherwise convey or assign any of its right, title or interest in the facilities
described in paragraph A.2., such sale or other conveyance shall not release
the Company from any obiigation imposed by this Agreement, unless the party to

whom the right, title or interest has been transferred or assigned agrees in
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writing to fulfill the obligations of this Agreement and the Agency approves

such transfer or assignment.
h.  Amzndments. This Agreement may be amended at any time by
written agreement of the parties,

i.  Extension of Time. The Director shall grant extensions of time

schedules stated herein in the event the Company demonstrates good cause to the
Director for granting such extensions, Such extensions shall be commensurate
with the delays involved,

i. Effective Date.  This Agresment shall be effective upon the

date it is signed by the 1ast signatory hereto,

k. Jermination. Tnis Agreement shall terminate 30 days after the
completion of the last obligation of the Lompany set forth herein but in no
case shall the Agreement extend beyond eighteen (18) months from the Agreement

affective date.

UNION SCRAP IRON AND METAL COMPARY MINKESQTA POLLUTION'CDNTROL AGENCY
By By
Cynthia Jepsen
Chairperson
Dated: - Dated:
By

Sandra S. Gardebring
Executive Director

Dated:




JUL 18 1983

Richard B, Rosen, fensral Manager S 13

tnion Scrap Iron & ¥etal Company
210 Fifteenth Avenue Morth
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55411

RE: MHD 9B0O 501 647
(Previously MNT 28C 010 265)
Unien Scrap Iron & Metal Co,
1608 Washington Averue Morth
Minneapolis, Minneasota

\
| ‘Dear ¥r. Bosen:

| Ke have reviewed your May 10, 1923, letter advising that vour attorney is

| close to finalization of the agreesent being negotiated with the Minnesota
Pollution Control Agency (MPCA)., The due date for submittal of the Hazardous
Waste Permit Application, Part B, for the above-referenced facility was pre-
viously extended to May 1, 1983, because the agreement was to contain a
provision which would allow exesption from requlation through recyeling of
the material in the waste pile, obviating the need for a Part © submittal.

We have been in contact with the ¥PCA and have waited until the cenclusion
of negotiations between MPCA and your firm (which were held on July 6, 1983)
to determine whether the latest draft of the agreement vas accsptable to
both sides. To date the agreement remains unsigned.

Proposed reqgulations regarding recycling were published in the Federal
Regfste_r on April 4, 1983, and 1 have enclosed a copy of them for your
information. Speculative accumulatien and the accumulation of Secondary
materials for one year without 75¢ of the material being recycled during
that time are activities applicable to your facility that are specifically
addressed in the proposed rules. Since the lTack of an agreement with the.
MPCA prevents the use of the saterial in the hazardous waste pile as a
substitute for roadway base material, your facility remains subject to
RCRA hazardous waste permitting reguivements and, should the proposed
rule changes become effective, both the waste pile and the pile of scrap
"raw material® would be regulated units based on the past history of your
operations.




Since the waste pile remains 2 regulated hazardous waste wnit, a2 Part B
sust be submitted. In order to give you time te prepare the submittal,
ve hereby grant one final time extension from May 1, 1983, to December 1,
1083, Only the closure of the harardous waste pile or evidence of ap-
proval and contractual commitment to reuse the material would obviate the
requirement for Part B submittal by this date.

Please contaect Ken Skahn at (312) 826-4158 if you have any guestions.

Sincerely yours,

William H. Miner, Chief
Technical, Permits and Compliance Section

Enclosure

c¢: Greq Pederson, MPCA
Larry Christensen, MPCA

bhee: Part A file
Fen Skahn, SI0

9118
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WAYNE G. POFHAM
RAYMOND A. HAIK
ROGER W, SCHNOBRICH
DENVER KAUFMAN
DAVID S. DOTY

ROBERT A. MINISH
ROLFE A. WORDEN

G. MART WHITEHEAD
BRUCE D, WILLIS
FREDERICK S. RICHARDS
G. ROBERT JOHNSON
SARY R. MACOMBER
ROBERT S. SURK

HUGH Vv PLUNKETT, 1T

POPHAM, HAIK, SCHNOBRICH, KAUFMAN & DOTY, LTD.

MINNEAPOLIS, MINNESCOTA 55402

FREDERICTK C. BROWN
THOMAS K. BERG
BRUCE D. MALKERSON
“JAMES R. STE{LEN
LJAMES B. LOCKHART
ALLEN W HINDERAKER
CLIFFORD M. GREENE
D. WILLIAM KAUFMAN
DESYL L. PETERSON
MICHAEL ©. FREEMAN
THOMAS C. D'ACUILA
LARRY D. ESPEL
JANIE S, MAYERON
DAVID A. JONES

4344 |IDS CENTER

TELEFHONE AND TELECORIER
&12«333-4800

LEE E. SHEEHY
LESLIE GILLETTE
MICHAEL T, NILAN
RCBERT €, MOILANEN
DAVID J, EDQUIST
CATHERINE A. POLASKY
STEVEN G. HEIKENS
THOMAS J. RADIO
KATHLEEN M. MARTIN
JOHN C. CHILDS
THERESE AMBRUSKCO
DOUGLAS R SEATON
GARY D, BLACKFORD
SCOTT E. RICHMTER

June

Mr. Larry P. Christensen
Solid & Hazardous Waste Division
Minnesota Pollution Control Agency

16,

1983

28680 FPETRO-LEWIS TOWER
717 SEVENTEENTH STREET

DENVER, COLORADO 80202

TELEPHONE AND TELECOPIER
203-BE25-2660

SUITE BO2-2Q00 L STREET N. W,
WASHINGTON, D, C, 20036
TELEPHONE ANE TELECGPIER
202-887-5I54

1935 W. County Road B2

Roseville, Minnesota 55113-=2785
RE: Proposed. Stipulation Agreement
Dear Mr. Christensen:

I am in receipt of your letter of June 1, 1983, to my client
Union Scrap. Even though you indicated that a letter was forth-
coming which would make some inquiries, I was both surprised and
dismayed to find that in general the inguiries simply were add-
ressed to information that does not advance Union's (and I would
hope, the Agency's) 1ong standing interest in executing a stip-
ulation so that appropriate lnvestlgatory and clean up measures
can begin.

In this vein I would remind you that Union has had a con-
tractor standing by sincc last summer to commence the rubber chip
removal from 1608 Washington. In fact, had we been able to
exercise the removal upon which we all agree, the rubber chip
pile would be gone, the scrap plle would be appropriately sorted
SO as to be available for processing at Poly-Metal Products,
investigation would have been completed on the west half of the
premises and the investigation on the east half would be either
completed or underway. Of course, the investigation at the Shafer
site upon which there is no disagreement would have been well
underway .

S

While I am aware of the heavy workload placed upon you and
your staff, in my view it is
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unwarranted to attempt to place upon Union the responsibility of
an unsigned stipulation. I would remind you that following
several meetings, (the last of which was late January, 1983) we
thought we had reached agreement and were simply awaiting the
appropriate draft from your staff for us to review and execute.
Despite my repeated requests for same, it was almost three months
before the new draft arrived and it contained major changes never
before agreed upon nor even discussed. I was told it was the
result of review and amendment by individuals not previously
invelved.

Following review by Union and its consultant of that major
redraft, I had several discussions and a meeting on May 5th
and 6th with you and Bruce Wilson to state Union's concerns with
the changes and to work out an acceptable final product. It
appeared that this had been successful, although there were a
few points which you desired to check with other members of your
staff, e.g. preliminary sampling under the lead pile - which as
you know was a new issue. You thought you could get back to me
in a few days. You did, but only to inquire again as to the
reason for breaking down the lead pile into three piles, which
information I supplied to you the next day. Not until almost
a full month after our meetng did we receive your letter of
June 1. Moreover, it should be noted that during this month
period I again made several inguiries as to the reason for delay
and on the last occasion was told by the person who had been
in charge of the matter that he did not know and was not in a
position to provide me with any information.

I recite this history not as a matter of fault finding of
the Agency or any individual who has wrongfully been placed in
an untenuous position, but rather to clearly demonstrate that
attempting to place blame for delays upon Union is not only in-
appropriate but fails to get ai the cbhbjective of moving forward.
Simple arbitrary recitation of July 1 as a date for signed stip-
ulation is meaningless, particularly since no such document has
vet been presented to Union. Since Union wanted to have such a
document in 1982, it clearly would desire to have one by July 1.
But it cannot be expected that Union should have only a few days
to review what it has at this date taken the Agency over six weeks
to consider.

Turning to the information which you requested, it is pro-
vided below in the order asked.

1. There are two piles being addressed at the 1608 Wash-
ington site.
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2. The rubber chip pile is estimated to weigh 1000 tons
as determined by the staffs of Union and Bituminous Roadways.
Quite frankly, we are at a loss to explain either your weight
or volume figures. For example, a one foot cubic box of material
from the rubber chip pile yields 70 pounds not 450 pounds as you
estimate. Therefore, even if one were to assume your volume
figure of 54,000 cubic feet to be accurate, the weight would be
1890 tons not 12,150 tons as contained in your letter. As to
the 54,000 cubic feet, it is derived from an assumption of a
pile with regular dimensions. In fact, it is so irregular in
size and shape as to make difficult any volume determination.
Thus, Union stands by the original estimate of approximately
1000 tons or, at the outside, under 2000 tons.

b. The weight of lead fragment raw material pile can
be ascertained in either of two ways. Bituminous Roadways has
estimated it at between 5500-7000 tons. However, this is too
high since there is scrap metal, some old trucks and even a crane
body under that pile. A representative sample of material in a
one foot cubic box weighs 80 pounds. Even 1f this were doubled
it would only result in a total weight of 5,780 tons using Agency
volume figures. As with the rubber chip pile, the lead fragment
pile is so irregular as to preclude any definitive volume deter-
minations. In any case the Agency's weight figures make absolutely
no sense. Even a cursory view of the two piles shows the lead
fragment pile to be two to three times as large as the rubber
chip pile with obviously heavier material. Yet the Agency figures
allege that the lead fragment weight is only approximately 18%
greater than the rubber chip pile.

A second method of estimation is a formula utilized by
Union's CPA firm and certified by it in their annual audits. The
fragment pile is 99% battery tops. Over the years repeated checks
have verified an average top to weigh 5 pounds. All the fragments
are from the Shafer plant. When Shafer was active, it processed
2000 batteries per day and had an effective operating schedule
of only six months per year. Based upon these facts the following
formula was developed:

2000 batteries X 5 (days per week) X 26 (weeks per year) X
8 (years of operation) X 5 (lbs. per battery) =
10,400,000 1lbs. or 5,200 tons.

Absent no utilization of this product, the weight should then
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be 5200 tons. However, beginning in 1978, Union installed and
utilized a MA 30 system to process this product. During this
operation approximately 4,000,000 pounds of the product were
processed. Thus, our certification of the pile is approximately
6,400,000 pounds or 3,200 tons.

2 The rubber chip pile is composed of small rubber chips
and lead particles which is estimated to be 70% rubber and 30%
lead. The lead fragment pile, aside from the miscellaneous scrap
referenced earlier, consists of crushed and uncrushed battery tops
and cases which is estimated to be 60% lead, 30% rubber and 10%
plastic.

35 The pile contents are virtually all from scrap batteries
which originated at the Shafer plant.

4. The lead fragment scrap pile was started in 1973, and
added to regqularly. The rubber chip pile was started during
1979-1980.

5. Poly-Metal Products (PMP) will be used as the recipient
processor of the lead from the piles. The lead portion of the
rubber chip pile will be processed by blending it into the battery
plates processed by PMP at a rate of about 5% or, if a market
becomes available, it will be sold as is to a blast furnace
operation. The lead fragment pile will be handled in the manner
and for the reasons which I previously explained to you. As was
agreed last summer, upon removal of the rubber chip pile and pre-
liminary investigative work where that pile was located, some
portion of the site would be utilized to divide the lead fragment
pile into three fractions based on size. The fine fraction will
be handled the same as the lead fraction of the rubber chip pile
and Union anticipates blending at the rate of 5%. (Five pounds of
fines blended into each 100 pounds of battery plates.) The middle
fraction can be fed into the MA 31 system without further crushing
since the only processing needed is separation of lead, plastic
and rubber. Union has designed and built a special charging table
for this material with auger feed conveyors. While test runs have
proven the feasibility of the system, there is no actual experience
to base production estimates on. The material left in the large
fraction must go through the whole MA 31 system including the
crusher. Union expects to modify the charging table to feed
the large fraction to the crusher infeed conveyor after it has
completed running the midling fraction. Union has test run this
material and the system will accept it. However with no exper-
ience at production runs accurate estimates are not available.
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6. From Union's experience at the 1608 site and the ex-
perience at like plants elsewhere, whenever this type of raw
material is processed in an MA system, the biggest problem is the
creation of a tremendous amount of foam which accumulates in the
process tanks and subsequently runs all over the equipment and
the floors and is impossible to control. In addition, the water
quickly becomes so dirty that it becomes overloaded and must be
changed daily. The foaming creates an occupational hazard. PMP
does not intend to repeat this scenario. By separating the lead
fragments into three fractions and handling each as discribed
above, the material can be handled efficiently, safely and as
rapidly as possible while avoiding the above referenced problem.

In addition to the specifically numbered ingquiries, you
express concern about the segregation process and its effect upon
Minnesota OSHA and off-site migration of lead compounds. Since
OSHA type regulations are outside the MPCA's jurisdiction, prior
citations have no bearing on this matter and typical boilerplant
stipulation language will insure that nothing in the stipulation
authorizes Union to avoid other applicable laws and regulations.
In any event, the on-site sieving screen operation by Bituminous
Roadways will be done while using a water mist spray to control
dust. Personal protective equipment will be worn by all employees
and all other O0SHA requirements will also be met.

With regard to run-on, run-off and fugitive emissions, the
piles are and will continue to be tarped until all material is
moved from 1608. Only a working face will be exposed when necessary
for processing. As previously noted, the material being processed
will be misted to prevent emissions. As you know, Union has already
agreed to abide by applicable Minnesota site air quality standards.
The company has also acquired a Tenant sweeper to sweep the street
on a regular basis during processing. It must be noted that part
of the reason given for removing the piles is to eliminate the
migration concerns. It would be gquite ironic if these same con-
cerns prevented the piles from being moved.

Turning to the estimates of PMP production capability, those
referenced by Union to Ivan Russell are correct as estimated max-
imum plant production capacity. Union has never processed 7000
batteries per day. In fact, the top production experienced to
date is 3500-4000 batteries. We do not understand your figures
of 88 tons of lead per day or 65 years. PMP will not be operated
exclusively on the 1608 scrap. Rather, the 1608 scrap will be
blended into the regular battery processing operation as rapidly
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as possible, given an available market. More than anyone, Union
hopes that the market will allow completion substantially prior
to a three year period. But as you know, the company cannot
control the market. As you also know, the three year period is
clearly a compromise position agreed to by the company at my
urging and at great risk to the company. Clearly, everyone wants
the material to be successfully processed since this represents
the very best environmental alternative.

Your letter expresses some concern relative to 20-25 batteries
at 210 15th Avenue North due to the potential of "further acid and
lead contamination". Although they are properly stored at this
time, Union is unaware of any such contamination at this site.

Thus "further" contamination is needless inuendo. This is partic-
ularly true since there is clearly a lack of knowledge on the part
of anyone expressing concern about these batteries. They are en-
cased in steel cases with melted rubber tops for absolute sealant.
In addition, inside of the steel cases are polypropolene battery
cells which are also totally sealed.

Finally, you request permission for your access to the 1608
site to sample and survey the piles to more accurately estimate
their volumes and weights. While Union is comfortable with the
estimates, it has no problems with granting your request as long
as it does not lead to even further delay and the Agency assumes
full liability for any damage it creates to the tarps protecting
the piles.

In summary, Union is hopeful that you now have all the
information you need. If so, let's get on with the matter
so that Union can proceed with what it so long agreed to do.

Very truly veours;

G. Robert Johnson

GRJ/ciw
cc: Mr. Kenneth Skahn, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Chicago
Mr. Ed Vavreck, City of Minneapolis
Mr. Ivan Russell, Department of Labor and Industry
Mr. Lee Holden, Ramsey County
Mr. Greg Lie, Hennepin County
Mr. Richard Rosen, Union Scrap Iron and Metal Company



Minnesota Pollution Control Agency

June 1, 1983

Mr. Richard Rosen, General Manager
Union Scrap Iron and Metal Company
210 15th Avenue North

Minneapolis, Minnesota 55411

Dear Mr. Rosen:
Re: Proposed Stipulation Agreement

As you are probably aware, the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency {MPCA) has
discussed the proposed stipuiation agreement on several recent occasions

(May 2, 3, 5, and 6) with your attorney, Mr. G. Robert Johnson. In general,
the majority of our discussions have centered around resolving the problems
associated with the 1608 Washington Avenue North site (7608). Of particular
concern was the amount of time required to eliminate the piles at the site as
well as the methods to be employed for this purpose.

So that we may better understand and evaluate the company's proposal, we require
additional information regarding this issue. Accordingly, the MPCA requests
that you provide the following information:

1. The volume and weight of all of the piles at 1608,

2. An estimate of the composition of the different piles, specifying
percentage of lead and defining the percentage and type of nonlead
constituents.

3.  Source of the pile contents including point of origination.
4, The length of time that the piles have been on the site.

5. If Poly-Metal Products (PMP) is to be used as a processing facility for
the piles, define the anticipated processing rates at PMP for the pile
constituents. Tf you anticipate fractions of the piles to be processed
at different rates, please specify all process rates by constituents.

Phone: —

1835 West County Road B2, Rosevile, Minnesota 55113-2785
Regional Offices = Duluth/Brainerd/Detroit Lakes/Marshali/Rochester
Equal Opportunily Empioyer
D)
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6. Mr. Jdohnson has described the need for the company to have a provisign
in the stipulation for the segregation of the 1608 "lead pile"
constituents, on-site, prior to transport to PMP, Please briefly
describe the need for pile constituent segregation on~site and the
method(s) that your company would employ to segregate the "lead pile®
constituents (i.e. front end Toader and hand separations or by
mechanical sieving etc.).

We remain very concerned about the company's proposed segregation processes to
be conducted at 1608. The Minnesota Department of Health and Occupational
Safety and Health Division records show several citations for cperations
conducted at 1608. Additionally, there has been and will be off-site migration
of lead compounds from 1608 unless a well conceived and concerted company effort
is dedicated to the prevention of fugitive emissions and run-on/run-off.

Historically, your company has estimated having about 2,000 tons of lead on

your 1608 site. According to our calculations for on-site storage you have many
times that amount. What follows is a tabulation of our estimates of the piles

at 1608 and the amount of processing time required for eliminating the piles
based upon PMP capacities. If you disagree with our calculations, please enclose
your calculations and explain any differences.

WASTE PILE VOLUMES (CONSERVATIVE ESTIMATES)

1. Piles nearest Washington Avenue,

a. Volume (ft3)
80 (Tong) x 7.5' {height) x 90' (wide) = 54,000 ft.3

b. Weight (tons)
Approximate conversion factor: 1 ft3 = 450 pounds of lead mixture
54,000 ft3 x 450 # x 1 ton = 12,150 tons
ft3 2,000 #

2. Piles nearest railroad tracks.

a. Volume
50' (long) x 12' (height) x 110" (wide) = 66,000 ft3

b. Weight (tons)
Approximate conversign factor: 1 ft3 = 450 pounds of lead mixture
66,000 ft3 x 450#/fFt3 x 1 ton = 14,850 tons
2000 #
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As you can see, our estimates are very much greater than your previously
discussed estimates. During the period of time when the piles adjacent to
Washington Avenue were uncovered {approximately two to three weeks in May), the
composition of the piles appeared to be predominantly fine particulate

material and not rubber fragments and therefore a conversion factor of 450 pounds
per cubic foot was used.

If we assume that PMP can process 1,000 batteries an hour {(personal
communication - Rick Rosen te Ivan Russell) or about 7,000 batteries per day,
then about 88 tons of lead a day may be processed at PMP, Accordingly, you
would need about 0.65 years {given a seven hour day and five day work week},
to process the pile adjacent to the railroad tracks and not the three years
quoted by your attorney at our last meeting.

In order to more accurately estimate the voTumes and weight of the piles at the
1608 site, we request your permission to gain access, sample and survey
1608 Washington Avenue North site,

Additionally, as we discussed with your attorney on May 18, 1983, you have
stored approximately 20-25 1ift truck batteries in disarray on the northwest
corner of your property located at 210 15th Avenue North since Tast winter., We
request that you properly store batteries to prevent further acid and lead
contamination of the area.

The MPCA staff have been negotiating a study stipulation agreement, which has not
included penalties or liouidated damages provisions, for about one year. Given
the length of time elapsed, the fact that an agreement has yet to be signed, and
the time of year, the staff has established a deadline of Juiy 1, 1983 to have

a signed stipulation agreement so that we may go to the MPCA Board for agreement
ratification or other board action in July, 1983,

Should you have any gquestions, please contact me at 612/297-2701.

Sincerely,

/w

Larry P Christensen, Supervisor

Hazardous Waste Compliance and Enforcement Unit
Regulatory Compliance Section

Solid and Hazardous Waste Division

LPC/sf

cc:  Mr, Kenneth Skahn, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Chicago
Mr. EBEd Vavreck, City of Minneapolis
Mr. Ivan Russell, Department of Labor and Industry
Mr. Lee Holden, Ramsey County
Mr. Greg Lie, Hennepin County
Mr. G. Robert Jshnson, Popham, Haik, LD,



Minnesota Pollution Control Agency

April 5, 1983 W]N‘D 7¢O < B/ ét{7

Mr. Richard Rosen, General Manager

210 15th Avenus Narth T R ECEIVE

Minneapolis, Minnesota 55411 BPK 07 1983

Dear Mr. Rosen: WASTE MANAGEMENT

Re: Revised Stipulation Agreement BRANCH

Enclosed for your review is the fifth revision of the proposed stipulation
agreement between the Union Scrap Iron and Metal Company and the Minnesota
Pollution Control Agency (MPCA). This version of the agreement contains several
changes from the agreement edition previously discussed with your attorney on
January 31, 1983,

In general, extensive language changes have been made in Section B of this
agreement to reflect MPCA administrative review or to make a more readable
agreement. The major changes of this edition are, briefly:

1. A1l out-of-door piles in storage at 1608 Washington Avenue North shall
have to be eliminated within one year;

2. The issue of potential long-term ground water monitoring has been
deleted from this document but may be addressed later. This reduces the
potential duration of the agreement to about one and a half years;

3. Ground water monitoring is required at the Shafer site for four quarters
of sampling and analyses;

4, A soil study report section was added to the Agreement which was
overlooked in prior editions;

5. Waste piles shall not be allowed at the Poly-Metal Products site unless
the site has received appropriate hazardous waste permits; and

6. Implementation dates have been better defined for the various agreement
tasks.

We have attempfed to indicate the new language by brackets or by underlining.

Phone:
1935 West County Road B2, Roseville, Minnesota 55113-2785
Regional Offices = Duluth/Brainerd/Detroit Lakes/Marshall/Rochester
Equal Opportunity Employer




Mr. Richard Resen
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You are requested to schedule a meeting with this office, that will occur within
seven days of receipt of this letter, to discuss the final company positions
regarding this agreement.

If there are any questions about this agreement or your alternatives regarding
the hazardous waste regulations, please contact me at 612/297-2701, or Bruce
Wilson at 612/297-3365.

Sincgrely,

farry P{ Christensen

Compliance and Enforcement Unit Head
Regulatory Compliance Section

Solid and Hazardous Waste Division

ERC/CBW:mn

cc: Ken Skahn, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Chicago
Glen Kiecker, City of Minneapolis, Minneapalis
Lee Holden, Ramsey County, Roseville
Greg Lie, Hennepin County Hazardous Waste Office, Hopkins
Robert Johnson, Popham, Haik, Ltd, Minneapolis
Janet Cain, MPCA Division of Air Quality, Roseville
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STATE OF MINNESOTA MINNESOTA POLLUTION
COUNTY OF RAMSEY CONJROLYAGENCY

In the Matter of the Alleged

Violation of Minnesota Statutes 115.061,
116.081, and Minnesota Rules 6 MCAR 884,6004,
4.8022, 4.8014, and 4.9004 and 4.9010 by

Union Scrap Iron and Metal Company - STIPULATION . AGREEMENT
A. - RECITALS j/}j:)
I
1. Parties. The parties to this Agreement e Mighesota Po]Yut1on

Control Agency, hereinafter the "Agency," and Union Sc and Meta1 :
Company, hereinafter the “Company;“ : '

2. Company Operation., The Company owns and operates a fac111ty located

at 1608 Washington Avenue North in Min eapq1is, nesota and formerly operated

a hazardous waste facility on Tleased lan PTymouth Avenue North
in Minneapolis, Minnesota. |

3. Adgency Authority. The Agency is a statlyitory agency of the state of

Minnesota charged with ov

owers and duties to administer and enforce all
laws, statutes, standarn s,,FmT _and stipulation agreements reTating.to the
prevention, control, {jor &ha mfphmof wa r, air, noise, and land p011ut1on and
to the management, collet{ion,\treatment, transportation, storage, and disposal
of solid and hazardous waste nkth state. This authority is specifica11y

described in, fj_esota Statutes 115 and 116 (1982).

4.fggRu1‘;5-{The' gency, after legal notice and hearing, has adopted and

has fi ed ' ‘the 0ffice f the Secretary of State rules that have the force

and effect“ﬂ(\la';a

g neral application throughout the state of Minne_sqta._i




5. Background.
a. 129 Plymouth Avenue North (Shafer Plant). The Cgpﬁgz "operatéa a
battery scrapping facility at the Shafer Plant from 1973 throudh 9@\1\,\ '

scrapping operation involved processing nonreusable wet charge batterie £OP™,
the purpose of recovering lead scrap and other by-products of the salvage. T

facility property was leased from the Minnesota Depaptmept of Transportationg

Since June 12, 1973, the Company é;§\3é

Agency, the city of Minneapolis, and the Metropolitan Wasté

{MnDOT) .

o notice from the
ontrol Commissiqh_f
for alleged pollution violations resulting from the Company: perationsgat the

Shafer Plént. Plant operations involved the breaking or sawing open of wet

batteries followed by the segregation, of %gg?_pTﬁtesé battery cases, and
battery tops. Battery lead and fragmen¥s hqi;;gt in Tugger boxes that
resulted in the drainage of some battery a¢ids/into the ground. Incidents of
acid leakage into the ground and spillage re hnjng the sidewalks and Plymouth
Avenue North and into befh sisjitary and storm sewers have been alleged by the

aforementioned agencjies. fE} gémggig replaced a corroded storm sewer basin.
The Comp en 152£}0perations on or before March 6, 1981,

which was the last day tﬁgf?22§; agreement between the Company and MnDOT.
As a resjﬁzﬁgfyzgghcy concerns, the Company was required to

1 study at the site. The Phase I study determined that the

undertake. a~P

Comp?i%.h_ﬂ"cbh minated the surface soils and subsurface soils on the property

with 'Qﬁ]éﬂﬁi\jead,
storage 6¥\Qett

N

 suflfate, and acid as a result of leakage and handling and

battery fragments and acid. Previous sampling by regulatory




agencies has also documented contamination by the Company of the surfééé-

waters near the plant with lead and acid. At this time it is not

ground water contamination has occurred.

The Company received an Agency Notice of Violation on June zz{i;M{%ﬁ%u;“\\\N

violations of state hazardous waste regu1at1ons

It was determined by the property owne:,w:fgu1atory agencies,
39

and the Company that it was in the interests of publdc séfety to demolish the

building structure during the fall of 1982. Priof to/demdlifiion, the Company

requested that the structure's floors be scraped to™xemovespotential

accumulations of lead. The Company then completed the ¢ of the bu11d1ng
floors, excavated a trench area inside the north end of the building, and excavatedg
approximately the top three inches of/So anyhe outside tr1ang1e on - the

south side of the site., Said c1eanup nd ted ﬁé}er1a1s are being

held in storage conta1ners by. the Compan fo use’in the Company s Poly Meta1

Products Plant lead reclamation process.

b. 1608 Washington Avenue North. e Company has operated a

battery fragment procesgﬂ:mjzaﬁgity at the 1608 Washington Avenue North site

{Washington Ayenue PAant) sirce abeut.]1973. Battery tops and fragments

generated from Compan p1ant%i%ave“3%é;?stored out-of-doors at the site since

1973, On-site operations \b:§s1sted of a fragment crushing and segregation

operation whereby lead and p c materials are removed and stored for resale.

The fubb, w :\* ragments were returned to out-of-door piles.

- ot W%M@




6/%\'

\\ .
Washington Avenue Plant. The Agency issued the Company a Notice of ViO]a%ﬁ{ELi

debris were observed on the city streets and easements adjacefit

for fugitive lead emissions on May 5, 1980. The Compagyshas also been placed

hazardous waste

; E;g?ag , and disposal of

epregentative to sample

on notice by the Agency for alleged violations of f fder

regulations resulting from alleged improper hand
hazardous waste and for refusing to allow a U.S. EP
the pile on-site. Another Notice of Violation was issued-fo the Companyzon

June 22, LQSZ, for violations of state hazardous waste regulations.

6. Alleged Violations. NMMNM“““WNM\

a. The Shafer Plant, The Rge jfjﬁﬂegeéwﬁbat in the operation of
its Shafer Plant the Company has violate ﬁiﬁévfo o;:;g Minnesota statutes and
rules: . |

1) 6 MCAR 84.6004 (Minn. Rule SW 4) states in part:.

e

"Sofid wastd shall not be deposited at'any intermediate or

final/soTid waste disposal site in such a manner that material
r Jeachings rom may cause pollution of ground or surface
ate . :

NN

permit has begn issued by the Agency unless otherwise
provided by these regulations.” '

e

o
N

e

Minnesota Rule SW 4, prior to June 18, 1979, further provided:

lations of federal, state and local governments and
39r regulatory agencies.”

e TR T G R A R e B R 4 1 17
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The Agency alleges that the Company disposed of solid and toxic -

and hazardous waste in a manner that does not comply with the provfrf ='

this rule,

2)

¢

6 MCAR §4.8022 (d)(2),(3), and (4) state: ffﬁx

"(2) No sewage, industrial waste, other waste, or o
pollutants shall be allowed to be discharged to the
unsaturated zone or deposited in sych place, manner or
quantity that the effluent or residug therefrom upon
reaching the water table, may actually or potentially
preclude or limit the use of the udderground waters as a
potable water supply, nor shall ahy sdchidischarge or
deposit be allowed which may \polTuie” thg

waters., A1l such possible sourse ¥ollutants shall be -
monitored at the discharger's expanse as
Agency.

"{3) Treatment, safeguards or other control measures shall
be provided by the person responsible for any sewage,

industrial waste,'ﬁthenMggéﬁi; or other pollutants which
are to be or havd;Feen dis mggd to the unsaturated zone

or deposited thers, o ich hav@t3een discharged to the
-zone of saturation}\ﬁo he /xt ecessary to ensure that

the same will not cohstitite r continue to be a source of
pollution of the underground waters or impair the natural
quality thereof,

“{4) Toxic pollutants inc¥dding but not limited to,

radi iye substances, chemicals, metals, solvents,

petroleum péfducts; plating wastes, and acids and bases,
b

spall Mo discharged or deposited in any manner such as
o endanger ‘the.quality or uses of the underground waters.”

The Asency a1}é§es the Company did not have the proper
Y

containment safequards fo thé‘j§£d1ing of toxic wastes and thereby caused

pollutants to be deposited in ¥4elation of the provisions of this rule.

Minnesota Statute £115.061 (1980) states:

"}15.,061 DUTY TO NOTIFY AND AVOID WATER POLLUTION, It
isithe duty of every person to notify the agency
impediately of the discharge, accidental or otherwise, of
substance or material under its control which, if not
covered, may cause pollution of waters of the state, and




6

the responsible person shall recover as rapidly and as
thoroughly as possible such substance or materizT gnd take
immediately such other action as may be reason /possible
to minimize or abate pollution of waters of |§
caused thereby."

7 AN
The Agency alleges that the Company repeated1yidjfcharsed’

hazardous wastes from its operations and failed to recover the hazardous \gw;

wastes in violation of the provisions of this statute.-~

/
4) 6 MCAR 84,9010 A and B state: ﬁf
A -
"A. Duty to report. Any penson<ighoowng, has possession.
of, or otherwise has control a hazardous waste that
spills, Teaks or otherwise escap |
vehicle tank, storage tank, portab k., or other _
containment system, including its assogiatwd piping, ‘shalil
, immediately notify the agency if the haZardous waste may
N cause pollution of the air, land, or waters of the state. S
The person shall u when app11cab1e, the agency's 24-hour » i
of, or otherwise ha

telephone notifi
~—
n rson who owns, has possession
cohingl azardous waste that
spills, leaks, or otherwise gscapes from a container,

vehicle tank, storage tank,/or other containment system,
including its associated piping, shall recover the
hazardous wastes as rapi nd as thoroughly as possible
and shall immediately take such other action as may he
reasdnab ossible to protect human life and health and
mipimize. orvabate pollution of the water, air or land
résoyrcey of the state caused thereby."

B. Duty to recovex.

{
The en hat he Company failed to report and recover
hazardous wastes that we 1ed or leaked from containers, containment
systems and associated p1p:;§\m‘ iolation of the provisions of this rule.

6 MCAR §4.8014 (c)(13) states in part:

0 sewage, industrial waste or other wastes shall be

. discharged into the intrastate waters of the state in
sugh quantity or in such manner alone or in combination
with other substances as to cause pollution thereof as
ined by law."




The Agency alleges that the Company deposited wastes gﬂ'tompahy
- property which may have been discharged or which may potentia11%/3gfg€gcharging

to the Mississippi River. /f | ﬁxaw\gk ‘} "ﬁ
6) Minnesota Statute §116.081 Subdivision 1 {19 0)\§t{te in par't o
"116.081 PROHIBITIONS. Subdivision 1. Obtain Perm;;\\::i)

It shall be unlawful for any person to construct, instal
or operate an emission facility, ajrscontaminant treatment
facility, treatment facility, poténtial air contaminant
storage facility, storage facilj or system or facility
related to the collection, tr
d1sposa1 of solid waste, or ahy part Lhepeof un]ess

submitted to the agency, and a wri
shall have been granted by the agenc
this section shall not be applied to mo

rmit therefor

Ths requirements of
ehicles."

The Agency alleges that the Company established and operated a

hazardous waste facility w1thout fili g tggzrequwwed permit applications with

V4

7) 6 MCAR §4.9004 C.\5(d)/states in part:

the Agency.

"d. The facility operator shall not dispose of hazardous
wastes in a manner that contaminates the soil unless such
al is authorized in a Hazardous Waste Facility

er Tty
en aldeges™ the Company contaminated the soil with
hazardous waste witho Agen ermft“ﬁuthor1ty

6 MCAR‘&\‘Q 4 C.1. states in part:

"a. The ;33711ty operator shall prepare procedures for
— personnel to follow in the case of spills of hazardous
‘ wastes and in the case of fire and other emergencies.
e facility operator shall post these procedures in a
conspicuous place at the facility site.

The facility operator shall have safety equipment
available at the facility site for use during spilis,
res and other emergencies.




"c. The facility operator shall have available at a11
times written procedures for handling spills, fijres and
other emergencies. The facility operator sha] train and
instruct all personnel at the facility site hése
procedures. The facility operator shall maintainrecords
of the training and instruction programs

4
"d. The facility operator shall construct™and begim.
operating a site monitoring system that is approved b e}
agency as adequate to determine the effect of the fac1]1 Y
on the soil, ground water and air ore accepting or
storing any hazardous waste at the facility.

facility by the use of fences, es 1q§ks and other similar
methods and allow access onl song who are
knowledgeable in the safety and“emergeficy procedures needed
for handling the hazardous waste. ™Jhe “facility operator

"e, The facility operator 5551 ntred, access to the
g9

shall provide security against unautherizéq entry onto the site....

"i. The facility operator shall prevent the discharge of
hazardous waste from the facility to the surface waters or
ground waters ofs{:é stafe. The facility operator shall
prevent hazardousi waste frdmwan;er1ng drains, sewer inlets,

storm sewers, sanTiar s, dot Ways, vents, tunnels,
pipes, windows or akeas\wi ble earth or soil floors.”

The Agency alleges that the-Company operated a hazardous waste

K
gf this rule,

facility without complying with the provisio

b. The Washipgton-Avenue Plant. The Agency alleges that in the

operation of its wash'ngtpﬁ"ﬁw;ﬁ}e Plant the Company has violated the following
Minnesota statutes and rylgs: “:;wi:}
1) M\\hegstQMQPatute §115.061 (1980) is stated in part on
page b \?h this Agreement.
Mwﬁwlhg Agency alleges that the Company has repeatedly d1scharged
hazard yﬁ”f@&xk\ . its operations and failed to recover and provide adequate

safeg ardSN{Nr the revention of hazardous waste discharges from its facility

in v1oTa\MBQ x?“t» jpgv1510ns of this statute.

A e e o n i e e SRR g e ok ks Tk P o e TS 8 U A B i e TR in 125 B L ML R e a o ot b sk ok i SN () s ek b st abead
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2) 6 MCAR §4.6004 (Minnesota Rule SW 4) is statedjfwé‘qrt j:? o

on page 4 of this Agreement.

The Agency alleges that the Company disposed of so " :toxié
and hazardous waste in a manner that does not comply with the provisiondof

this rule,

3) 6 MCAR 84.8022 (d){2), (3), and s stated, in part, oh - f  f
page 5 of this Agreement. |
The Agency alleges that the Compan Jhas™ot Lomplied with?the f_
provisions of this rule. j
4)  Minnesota Statute §116.081 Subdivision 980) is ‘stated in
part on page 7.
M“’“"‘h\. ‘
The Agency alleges th th%::omb“ﬁ s violated the provisions

5) 6 MCAR §4,9004 C.1. géaﬁis in part:
"C. Hazardous waste fac1li} operation.

. ~General. No person shall operate a hazardous
waste Racility except in conformance with the following

equirgments:

of this statute.

<\ P o ;Eéjfac111ty operator shall prepare
dizrocedu es for personnel to follow in the case of
\“\\\ 11s of hazardous waste and in the case of fire
other emergencies. The fac111ty operator
“\g% 1 nost these procedures in a consp1cuous
ace at the facility site.

d ‘_‘MN“%\\ b. The facility operator shall have safety
/// - e equipment available at the facility site for use
{ \ during spills, fires and other emergencies.

R T R e e RO ST AR
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c. The facility operator shall have_ava11ab1e
at all times written procedures for handiir
spills, fires and other emergencies.” Tk
facility operator shall train and :jhsty
personnel at the facility site in/ _
procedures. The facility operatbr g
records on the training and inskry
that are held,

d. The facility operator sha11 construct and
begin operating a site
approved by the agency s equate to determine
on the soil, ground
or storing any

- safety and emergency procedures needed for
handlin e hazardous waste. The facility
operatof sha T»prov1de security against
unauthorized.entry ‘omda_the site...

h.  The §$;£g;7fpé'atgr shall not allow
scavenging /, cility.
i. The faciNty‘operator shall prevent the
discharge of ha ous waste from the facility to
the surface waters or ground waters of the state.
he facility operator shall prevent hazardous
waste from entering drains, sewer inlets, storm
sewers, sanitary sewers, doorways, vents,

tunnétsypipes, windows or areas with permeable
or K0il floors."

Ty



d. The facility operator shall store hazardous =
waste in containers and tanks that are located s .
out-of-doors only within a liner and dike system .}
which meets the following requirements: il

(1) The liner and dike system shall .
permeability rate no greater than
107 centimeters per second when bei TR
 subjected to a head of one foot of water and ]
shall be of a composition that will not '
increase in permeability as a_xesult of
contact with hazardous waste :

under1y1ng liner shall be constructéd(so as
to:provide a seal against movement of

hazardous wagte&-ex. so1ut1ons -thereof.

(4} The dik sh cons cted in a
manner that pr v1 ce ramps for
vehicles needin s 0 the storage areas.”

The Agency alleges that the om ny has been operatTng a
hazardous waste facility without complying w1t the provisions of this hazardous

waste facility rule, /fwf

e A states in part:

Noég?r“”?hﬁ#;%1 cause or permit the hand11ng,

trahgporting, or storage of any material in
h may a11ow avoidable amounts of particulate

{(b) No person shall cause or permit a bu11d1ng or -
appurtenances or a road, or a driveway, or an open
ea to be constructed, used, repaired or demolished

e g sl AT AN B B+l A 3R ot b ool LRt 5 R n B kL 8 TN e e R i R N ok v gk s A
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from becoming air-borne. The Director may

require such reasonable measures as may be

necessary to prevent particulate matter from
becoming air-borne including, but not limited/ : ‘
to, paving or frequent clearing of roads, drdveways =
and parking lots; application of dust-free/surfacesy.
application of water; and the planting an{ maintémanc
of vegetative ground cover." e NG

The Agency alleges that the Company has allowed avoidable
amounts of particulate matter to become air-borne in yiolption of the

provisions of this rule.

7. Company Denial. The Company denies eacﬁi;n \eﬁgi" allegation set
2
rue
\\ _

o,

forth herein and nothing contained herein shall be coﬁbt\\\ as an admission

of any allegation or admission of liability.

8. ‘Purpose of Agreement. The purpose of this Agreement is to: 1) Identify f o

the study requirements that will be p erquigjféwtq&ggfining the extent, if any,

t\hg;§7igppa;> sites; 2) Define an

Agency approved method for reéyc]ing of ruhber f;agments currently in out-of -
d

of soil and ground water contaminations

door storage at the Washington Avenue Plant; 3) To assist in identifying

remedial actions, if anif sary to correct contamination resultihg from
Company operations. :£§%EE;EN§SE plan for the {kmﬁﬁﬁﬁhﬁeF$ereé corrective
rf, '

actions, if any, to be rmegd. by ;HEECompany will be defined in a second
. _

e

stipulation agreement féﬁlgw1 the submission of information and plans

required by this Agreement,\ﬁug ngthing herein shall prevent the Company from

undertaking

approved remedial action as may be appropriate prior to the

guch™qtipulation Agreement. This Stipulation Agreementésha11

the vjﬁa?tilns alleged in Section A.6.

~/
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B. AGREEMENT

NOW, THEREFORE, it is hereby agreed and stipulated as follgs: “\_ |
1. Definition. For the purposes of this Agreement, the £61Towd
have the meanings given:

a. Contaminated soils means soils that:

1}  Exhibit the characteristic or cgrrogivity as defined in

6 MCAR 84,9001 or 40 C.F.R. 8261.22; and/or

2)  Exhibit the characteristic of EPNJoxidity as defined in
40 C.F.R. 8261.24 for cadmium, lead, or arsenic; and/or

- R¢,3) Contain total concentrations of lead such that the soil

f—

i
would be classified as hazardous pur anf“hy&ngAR‘§4.9002.mj
e,

b. Director means theKDire\tJSQE:;§p1id and Hazardous Waste

Division of the Agency.

c.  Rubber fragments means thoseZfragments that have been generated

from battery recTamationvgggaations and are segregated from lead and plastic
materials. The Compipy he ;%‘mated that about 1,000 tons of rubber fragments
are in out-of-door pil red éf“ﬁfi)washington Avenue P1ant at the time of
execution of this Agraement ffhhwmwm

2.  Company Responsi ilittes. The Company agrees to implement the

following program at the Shafer Plant and at the Washington Avenue P1ant.

ARG Bt D BB il et g T
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engineer to provide the Company with the technical expertise to pe;‘prh the
£

P N
¢ 'll;\‘
on;ﬁqzﬁﬁxShaﬁer

i

tasks set forth in parts B.2.b, - B.2.q. of this Agreement.

b, Soil and Ground Water Contamination Investigat

Plant. Within 30 working days of the effective date of this Agreement ;ﬁamxﬂj
Company shall submit to the Director a written plan to,dnyestigate the extent
of horizontal and vertical soil and ground water coptamjnation that has
resulted from the Company's past activities at thg S fenfg1 t. The plan
shall include the following: %\\x

1. A proposed plan and schedule for soil~gampiing and

ana]ysis.,;The plan will be completed within 30 days after approval of the plan

by the Director. The plan shall provjde ampling and analysis of the
WMM

following on-site soils to determine if they“ars con?iﬂinated soils as defined

_ P
in this Agreement: \\X ‘
a) Soils underlying the fd)lowing areas, which are most
Tikely to have been contaminated: the two outddor areas used for battery

storage; other outdoo;fd¢;;;:;3$i:e::f have received spillage and drainage from

batteries and fragm ’ts%ffﬂgd%r a hich were used to crush batteries and
treat battery acid; a é?ea&fﬁgg?E“Téf%s probable that corrosive process
waters and wastes have correded “sanitary sewers to the extent that waste waters
have reached the ground. 50;?§‘fn these areas shall be sampled from the

.
the grotmd watertable; 1

surface

b)Y The first 12 inches of soil over the remaining

P




w] 5=

outdoor portion of the site using representative sampling methods Ahigh will

identify the presence or absence of contaminated soils; and <;f;}m )
cfies of so

¢) The soils underlying the first 12 in

the first 12 inches are contaminated soils. Soil inspections shall continue ¥

12 inch 1ifts for the first three feet and then in tw;ﬁ”:ﬁt 1ifts thereafter
until the extent of vertical and horizontal contam"at?oh_.?.ributable to the
\all "fthe Company at
less than the

By\)

specified vertical dimensions; o

its option from inspecting and analyzing soil layers
" 2. A description of procedures to be used for the sampling and
laboratory analysis of soils. These g}oceduré?“shalj include methods for the

collection of soil samples, the laboratory's andlydi methods, detection

limits and quality assurance programs.

3. A description of procedurgs f§or proper closure and grouting

e

of soil boring sites.

p an for installation of a minimum of three
monitoring wells fin rsjmsgwf1c1 1 drift aquifer beneath the site, The

monitoring wells shall b scr ned three to five feet into the top of this
aquifer. The wells sha11\;;\1q&3ﬁed so that at Teast one will monitor the

ground wi/gnmantgglpg the site (upgradient well) and at Teast two wells monitor

kS

e A s R U A A e e S Y



-16-

the ground watér leaving the site {downgradient wells). The p1anﬁshgﬁ
for 1nsta11at10n of the monitoring wells within 30 days after.;'
the plan by the Director;
| 5. A description of procedures to be used for well

construction and installation, ground water sampling,/and) Taboratory analysis

of the threé‘monitoring wells, and statement as to
water samplihg. Frequency of sampling shall be na
least one year after installation, and the first sampThg shell take place :
within seven days of completion of 1nsta11at10n of the moﬁi“4¢;;g wé11§§L Thé}

samples shall be ana]yzed for pH, lead, arsenic, and sulfate concehtrat%ons.;:;‘

These procedures shall include the me:hdd for e -‘5gtion and preservation'off

samples, the laboratory's analytical méllod a}'“ Zssurance program, and.
the format for the reporting of analytical\results to the Director.’ :A‘:i

statement of the Taboratory's projected deteckion limits is also reqUiréd, The

Director sha11'have the to sp11t‘water samples with the Compahj for

ta ep rt ent of Health;
en gyound water monitoring can be
discontinued. , In no e

wh
t shall ground water monitoring be discontinued
Antdat

before one jseries of quarter

analysis by the Minne

sampTing has been completed. The plan may

provide th

the results of one year's ground water monitoring show no
degradation- downgradient water quality which may be reasonably

attribytabte to the Combany, then the Company may give 30 days written notice

1 ;p'{%‘OV'ide.

Ahe :;jgaegcy of ground :F;Qf' o
_w1e thafi quarterly for_at‘ o
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to the Director of its intent to discontinue monitoring.

7. A description procedures for the abandonmefit

monitoring wells in accordance with 7 MCAR §1.218, Minnesota Department™af °
Health Water Well Construction Code.
c. Implementation of 3011 and Ground watgffmahtam1nat1on

Investigation Plan, Shafer Plant. Upon receipt of/not{Aficatjon by the Director
of approval of the soil and ground water investig 1a the Company shall
implement the plan.

d.  Reporting Requirements, Shafer Plant.

L

1.  Soil Contamination Invest1gat1on Report. Within 30 days of
the Company's receipt of the analytickl d t;msﬁ%aﬂnaM%from the soil
contamination investigation, the Compan Sﬁ;lj;§UQMTtwg written report of the

/
results to the Director. The report shall 1ncy§de the following:

a) Results of the soil {nspections, including a drawing

of the site to a suitable™sc
4

depicting all soil sampling locations;

b oil sampling analytical results, including test
procedure identificatio é 1 -atory; test precision;
c) conglusion as to the extent and degree of soil

contamination over the sitejxﬂgﬁé}1ing estimated soil volumes with horizontal

and vertical«dimensions; :
/f/fji-' ™ \N&{\ A discussion of all analytical discrepanqies;
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e} A summary and conclusion incTuding
scientific and professional observations necessary to define t

impacts of measured soil contamination.

2. Ground Water Contamination Investigation Report.

The Company shall report the results of its ground wqpémaiontam1nat10n
investigation as follows: ' ' ff //

a) Report After First Sampﬂﬁgg.

the Company's receipt of the analytical data obtained Trom

ithin 30 days of

first ground
water sampling, the Company shall submit a written report d?\&_ results to the

Director. The Report shall include the following:

1 A escrip%?ﬁﬁ“ﬂiwﬁhe ground water
characteristics beneath the site,-inc1u"ng the/wa b1e depth(s), most
probable water flow direction(s), and sign ficaef!confining layers, if any,
including permeabilities;

} Ground water sampling analytical results,
test procedure identif ca aid laboratory precision and accuracy data; and
'})\M%o clusion as to the extent and degree of
ground water contam1natT®Q comparing measured ground water constituent

concentrations to dr1nk1ng~\§t r Standards listed in 6 MCAR §4. 8014(dY(1).

b) Report After Subsequent SampTing. Within

"

Bl an eiereme s chmm s R & B . orris

I T I L
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water sampling done after the first sampiing, the Company shall
written report of the results to the Director. The report shall include

following:

1)  Ground water sampling Anal#tical results, test
procedure identification, and laboratory precisio_ an@iiﬁﬁﬂr y data;
2) A discussion of any a 1ytic§l\iiscrepancies;
and |

3) A written conclusion of the extent and degree of

ground water contamination, comparingczgﬁguﬁegwgzgng water constituent
concentrations to drinking water stand rdéﬁ%;:;;oiﬁigzg 6 MCAR 84.8014{d)(1).

e. Remedial Action Plan, Shafer Pdanti Within 45 days after

the submission of the ground water contaminafion report required by
Part B.2.d.2.a) of this Agreement, the Company §ﬁa11 submit for the Director’s

approval a proposed re

dial_achion plan detailing the actions necessary to

properly remedy soil/and grqund ontamination which may be reaspnab1y

any‘§/22¥?7?tﬁé§ at the Shafer Plant. A1l Company
Y

hé\Z:Sn shall comply with all applicable fu]es of
the U.S. EPA, The Company shall submit

attributable to the
activities provided for in
the Agency and all regulations
withthgfﬁT;;?EBEﬁMQQfation showing that the Company has obtained authorizatio

from the afopertyJ%ﬂné to carry out the activities described in the plan.

Aethe BTG ey b e T 4 a5 R gL e M1 e b 1 P i L ke g A el e ea i R B 4 KT e b AN - Bl

n




-20-

The plan shall include the following:
1. A plan and schedule for the removal, if nec 'sarﬁl of

contaminated soils on the site, specifying excavation volumesian fgzéayat1

methods; ~

2. A plan and schedule for the proper ,.edsposal and/or storage

of excavated soils, to be completed within 90 days extavation;

3. A description of precautions fo

amounts of air-borne contaminated soils and fugitivé\QHSt enerated during
excavation, transport and disposal activities and to p;B%EQQ parsonnel from the

S
hazard of handling the excavated soils during implementation of this plan;

4, A description of #'mé of filling in of soil excavation
sites. Unless otherwise appropriate %;j::;g%i;;:m;a%ﬁﬁe use of the site, soil
excavation areas shall be backfilled with\so™s more impervious than the
excavated soils and landscaped to promote rugoff; and

5. Identification of the temporary storage location{s) for

excavated soils which méy b ;’ essed for lead reclamation in the Cdmpany's

p
1a \;;géét. )

Washjﬁgtaﬁmﬂv ue Plant. The Company shall not place
™, : :

in the piles at the Washingion nue Plant any additional material resulting

Poly Metal Products

f. Piles

from off-site activities unt11K§ﬁch time as: 1) the nature of potential soil

and grou /}ﬁﬂfﬁﬁéb tamination at the site is defined; and 2) facility -
\\\\>

N
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safeguards are constructed in accordance with 6 MCAR §4.9004 to pre é:a§'the
generation of leachate, water run-on and run-off, and avoidable dgiﬁiye dust
emissions. Within 30 days after the effective date of this Agfe Ent\ézg“\w'
Company shall submit to the Director fbr approval a written proposed p1;R\aQEj>

schedule of the expeditious removal .of the piles. The’plan shall provide for

removal of all out-of-door piles within one year of the @ffective date of this
Agreement. Upon receipt of notification by the Dj ecﬁér pfw;pprova1 of the
waste pile removal plan, the Company shall imp]emeﬁ%agngplé/.

g. Reuse of Rubber Fragments, Washington A;Ehgg;fwant. The Company

shall 1mp19ment the Director approved schedule and plan to remove and reuse all

of the rubber fragments accumulated at~The-iashington Avenue Plant.
MH
gr

1. The Company shall dﬁbi{ fragment piles at its

roéﬁzzzzg
Washington Avenue Plant as expeditiouslyas ;}pﬁngy sieving all rubber

fragments through a number 10 mechanical siaying device. The Company shall

)

e contents are sold as lead scrap or are

place all lead particulates from the sieving i

ANy

such containers in-doorg until

containers and shall store

reprocessed for sale/ The Compa all émp1oy suitabTe precautions:tb

minimize the generatisg o aif{EEF ssfons and fugitive dust during all
phases of the handling of “she ?hhper fragments.

2. The Compaxy“egﬁ11 not store the processed rubberifragments

at the W 'iﬁS?gﬁ“Ayenue Plant shall be removed within one year fromjthq

/ e,
effectdve Mate of“ﬁQ;s Agreement.
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3. Up to 1,000 tons of any processed rubber fragménts’may be

incorporation of rubber fragments into asphalt, tﬁe\Co
<
Director of the intention to do so. ™ .

-
4.  When rubber-fragment asphalt road base\bagg_e material is

used in road construction, it shall be covered by three inches of asphalt
o

N“w . .
containing no rubber fragments. Ten days prior—te.incorporating any
o

rubber-fragment asphalt road base courseé.yma {i;ﬁ i road, the Company
shall notify the Director of the intention\o do/so. *

h. Soil Contamination Investigati nKEIan, Washington Avenue Plant.
ot

Within 30 days of the effgttﬁvexgjte of‘the Agreement the Company shall submit
ah t

to the Director a writk¥en investigate the extent of horizontal and

T

vertical soil contaminatipon that _has rejulted from the Company's past
M""M_

activities at the Washirmgfon Avenue Plant. The plan may provide for different
phases of the investigation baged pn the timfng of the elimination of waste
Wy

The plan shall include the following:

ite.

piles at the.
o

roposed plan and schedule for soil sampling and
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Director. The plan shall provide for sampling and analysis of the f¢ }pwingE

soils:

12 inch 1ifts for the first three feet and then in th\{QSE;iigts théréafter:

until the extent of vertical and horizontal contamination a butable to thé

its option from conducting additiona ctions~and analyses of soil layers

“;2;1 Ly

2. A description of procedureg to be used for the sampling

Company has been identified, hut not%zfghbfre1n shall prevent the Company at

by 1ifts less than the specified vertichl

and laboratory analysis of soils. These protedyres shall include methods for

the collection of soil gampleés, the Taboratory's analytical methods;_detection
limits and quality assurz .'pr rams; and - ;

ézzg}ocedures to be used for proper closure

and grouting of soil boﬁng Siles.

i.  Implementation~nf/Soil Contamination Investigation Plan,

Nash1nqt9ﬂ”ﬁT“TngP1ant Upon receipt of notification by the Director of

11 contamination investigation plan for the washangton Avenue
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Jj. “Reporting Requirements, Washington Avenue Plant.

1. Soil Contamination Investigation Report.

Within 30 days of the Company's receipt of the analytical datéﬁbbtained f
the soil contamination investigation, the Company shall submit a written
report of the results to the Director. The report siallsinclude the following:
a) Results of the soil insp ct1 1ud1ng a drawing
of the site to a suitable scale depicting all so1 Qsam ocations;
b} Soil sampling analytical resuTt s Tuding test
procedure identification and laboratory test precision; Q\\\\w

c) A concTusion, to the extent and degree of soil

contamination over the site, detaili volumes with horizontal

and vertical dimensions;
d)
e)

scientific and profess a1 observations necessary to define the potential

impacts of measured olz;A
Cof

contamination has result from the contamination of soils.

K.




-25-

th

likely to have reached the first surficial drift aquifer bene;jg/fﬁ;:;Zsh1ngton
60

Avenue Plant, the Director will so notify the Company. Withi

Company's receipt of such notification, the Company shall subm1t to the
Director a proposed plan for monitoring the aguifer. The p1an sha11 conta1n
the same elements as the ground water contamination #Fnvedtigation ﬁ]an which
the Company is required by Parts B.2.b.4.-7. of th{23hgre t to prepafe for
its Shafer Plant.

1.  Ground Water Contamination InvestigationnRepdrt. The Company

shall report the results of its ground water contamination Tavestigation in the

manner set forth in Part B.2.d. of thji reement
m. Penalty. This Agreemeqt n ire the Company to pay
into the Treasury of the State of Minnelpta penalty. The Agency

intends to use the information obtained aé\gbgf§u1t of the reguirements of this
Agreement to evaluate the amount and extent nvironmental damages
resulting from Company perat ns. Such information together with other

appropriate consideyati /:;D used to calculate a future penalty against
riergishailh

the Company, but no ergin sha. e construed to be an agreement by the

Company to accept or pay™any sych penalty.

2. Agency. In conside
covenag;sfﬂgh '
‘,g-"-'-i‘-u..,- X
periféygffween

on of the Company's performance of the terms,

eements contained herein, the Agency agrees that, during the

efifective date of this'Agreement and its termination date,



.

the Agency shall not take additional enforcement action against ﬁh / Cofipany
for the violations of Minnesota statutes and rules alleged in part Aéé, of
this Agreement, so long as the Company is in compliance with hef{ZN \\tQ1s
Agreement. The parties recognize that upon the termination of the AgreemBn;xx}
the Agency will have the option to pursue any of the remedies available to it
pursuant to Minnesota Statute 8115.071, Subd1v1s12/fﬁf 982) to enforce the
Minnesota statutes and rules listed in Part A.6. (:f tQ1s grgement.

3. General Conditions.

a. Remedies of the Parties. The terms of tHWQKA?Eeement shall be
legally enforceable by either party in a court of competent jurisdiction and

each of the parties retains the righ to”“§§ert any legal, equitable, or

administrative right of action or deféQizgwﬁTth,mafm?a available by law in

\\%ﬁjf Ag:;ement.

order to implement or enforce the terms
b. Liability and Obligation. ceS; as specifically set forth in

paragraph B.2. of this Ag,gement this Agreement shall not release the

Company from any liabj 1:9;;? 0 11gat1on imposed by Minnesota statutes, rules or
c

local ordinances n t ory h may be adopted in the future.

""0-....,_“

c. Additi a1 Efforts. WNothing in this Agreement shall preclude the

Agency from exercising any~admihjstrative, legal and equitable remedies
available to it to require additional efforts by the Company in the event that
the 1TpTgm tion“gf paragraphs B.1l.a. through B.l.e. is not adequate-to

ach1éve EQ“P11jizj)W1 h Minnesota hazardous waste rules.
S
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d. Agency Monitoring. The Company shall allow the Agéncy or any

authorized member, employee or agent thereof, upon presentati
access at reasonable times to the Company's property and facilities to 6 aﬂ%\

such information and documentation as authorized by appropriate Minnesota

Statutes which is relevant to making a determination Atha¥ the Company is in

compliance with the terms of this Agreement.

e, Emergency Powers. Nothing in this ré@ﬁj; shall prevent the

Agency from exercising its emergency powers pursuant to ota Statute

§116.,11 {1980) in the event conditions warranting action sﬁé& ‘ arise.

f. Successors. This Agre t sha]? be binding upon the Company,

its successors and assigns, and upon he cy, Ttaqsuccessors and assigns.

D

g. Continuing Company Oblig t10 . Sh uTd“the Company sell or

otherwise convey or assign any of its righ¥, title or interest in the facilities
described 1in paragraph A.2., such sale or other/conveyance shall not release

the Company from any o mposed by this Agreement, unless the party to

whom the right, tit or in re has been transferred or assigned agrees in

writing to fulfill %ge o 1g h1s Agreement and the Agency approves
such transfer or assagn *\E\
h. Amendments. \?has)Agreement may be amended at any time by

Stb. of the parties.
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i.  Extension of Time. The Director shall grant extepSions of time

use\tg(the

Director for granting such extensions. Such extensions shall be commens

schedules stated herein in the event the Company demonstrates

with the delays involved.

j. Effective Date, This Agreement shal b;:%ffective upon the
date it is signed by the last signatory hereto. i

[ k. Termination. This Agreement shall termihatg 30 days after the

completion of the last obligation of the Company set for&h hdgein but in no

case shall the Agreement extend beyond eighteen {18) months ¥rom the Agreement

effective date.]

e
~

WESOTA POLLUTION CONTROL AGENCY

" W‘N
UNION SCRAP IRON AND METAL COMPANY

By

— " Date L. Wikre
/ HKF‘ : Director
/;f Yy \) Solid and Hazardous Waste Division

e,
Dated this ayﬂéigf{ ““”\ Dated this day of R
1983. IR 1983. '




January 4, 1983

Mr. Richard Rosen, General Manager
Union Scrap Iron and Metal Company
210 - 15th Avenue North
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55411

Dear Mr. Rosen:
Re: Revised Stipulation Agreement

Enclosed for your review is the revised Stipulation Agreement between the
Union Scrap Iron and Metal Company and the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency
(MPCA). This is the revised agreement that was first submitted to you on
August 28, 1982 and your counsel, Mr. Robert Johnson, submitted the company's
respaonse to the MPCA on November 2, 1982,

You are requested to respond in writing within 20 days of receipt of this letter
as to the final company position with respect to the proposed Stipulation
Agreement. Please be advised, however, that the staff is very concerned about
the length of time that has been expended thus far by the state without
obtaining a signed agreement. We anticipate that an agreement can be reached

in January, 1983 and appreciate the cooperation demonstrated thus far, however,
in case such an agreement is not reached, then the division staff is prepared to
recommend to the MPCA Board in February, 1983 that legal action be authorized.

[f there are any questions about this agreement or your alternatives regarding
the state or federal hazardous waste programs, please contact me at 612/297-3365.

Sincgrely, - f ®
(M_,/, : '8

C¥ BrucegeMWilson IiI:(:IgI"]gI)

Compliance and Enforcement Unit
Regulatory Compliance Section H
Solid and Hazardous Waste Division JAN 0 61983

e

WASTE MANAGEMENT BRANCH
EPA, REGION V

AR S

CBW:cj
Enclosure
cc: See Attached List

Phone: 612/297-3365
1935 West County Road B2, Roseville, Minnesota 55113-2785
Regional Offices = Duluth/Brainerd/Detroil Lakes/Marshall/Rochesler
Equal Opportunity Employer

eilizmda b



Mr. Richard Rosen
Page Two

The following people received a copy of this letter.

cc: Ken Skahn, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Chicago
Glen Keicker, City of Minneapolis, Minneapolis
Robert Johnson, Popham, Haik, Ltd, Minneapolis
Greg Lie, Hennepin County Hazardous Waste Office, Hopkins
Gary Pulford, MPCA Division of Air Quality, Roseville



STATE OF MINNESOTA MINNESOTA POLLUTION

COUNTY OF RAMSEY CONTROL AGENCY

In the Matter of the Alleged

Violation of Minnesota Statutes 115.061,

116.081, and Minnesota Rules 6 MCAR 884.6004,

4.8022, 4,8014, and 4.9004 and 4.9010 by

Union Scrap Iron and Metal Company STIPULATION AGREEMENT
A. RECITALS

1. Parties. The parties to this Agreement are the Minnesota Pollution
Control Agency, hereinafter the "Agency," and Union Scrap Iron and Metal

Company, hereinafter the "Company.®

2. Company Operation. The Company owns and operates a facility located

at 1608 Washington Avenue North in Minneapolis, Minnesota and formerly operated
a hazardous waste facility on leased land located at 129 Plymouth Avenue North
in Minneapolis, Minnesota.

3. Agency Authority. The Agency is a statutory agency of the state of

Minnesota charged with overall powers and duties to administer and enforce all
laws, statutes, standards, rules, and stipulation agreements relating to the
prevention, control, or abatement of water, air, noise, and land pollution and
to the management, collection, treatment, transportation, storage, and disposal
of solid and hazardous waste in the state. This authority is specifically
described in Minnesota Statutes 115 and 116 (1980).

4.  Rules. The Agency, after legal notice and hearing, has adopted and
has filed in the Office of the Secretary of State, rules that have the force-

and effect of law and general application throughout the state of Minnesota.



5.  Background.
a. 129 Plymouth Avenue North (Shafer Plant). The Company operated a

battery scrapping facility at the Shafer Plant (Union Scrap Iron and Metal
Company Plant No. 1) from 1973 through 1981. The scrapping operation involved
processing nonreusable wet charge batteries for the purpose of recovering lead
scrap and other by-products of the salvage. The facility property was leased
from the Minnesota Department of Transportation (MnDOT).

The Company's Plant No. 1 has been on notice from several
regulatory agencies, i.e., the Agency, the city of Minneapolis, and the
Metropolitan Waste Control Commission, for alleged pollution violations since
June 12, 1973. Plant operations involved the breaking or sawing open of wet

batteries followed by the segregation of lead plates, battery cases, and

battery tops with—some—ef—thebattery acid and-certain—contaminantsbeing

was—designred-by-the-Company-for-that-purpose. Battery lead and fragments were
stored in Tugger boxes that resulted in the drainage of some battery acids into
the ground. Incidents of acid leakage into the ground and spillage reaching
the sidewalks and Plymouth Avenue North and into both sanitary and storm sewers
have been alleged by the aforementioned agencies. The Companyldid replace a
corroded storm sewer basin.

The Company ended plant operations on or before March 6, 1981,

which was the last day of the lease agreement hetween the Company and MnDOT.



As a result the Agency concerns, the Company was required to
undertake a Phase I study at the site. The Phase I study determined that the
Company had contaminated the surface soils and subsurface soils with at least
tead, sulfate, and acid on the property as a result of leakage and handling and
storage of batteries, battery fragments and acid. Previous sampling by yegulatory
agencies has also documented contamination by the company of the surface
waters near the plant with lead and acid. At this time it is not known if
ground water contamination has occurred either—per—se—ar because of past
Company operations.

The Company receijved an Agency Notice of VYiolation on June 22, 1982 for
violations of state hazardous waste regulations.

{t was determined by the property owner, regulatory agencies,

and the Company that it was in averyone's best interests to demolish the

building structure during the fall of 1982, Prior to demolition, the Company

requested that the structure's floors be scraped to remove potential

accumulations of lead. The Company then completed the cleaning of the building

floors, excavated a trench area inside the north end of the building and

approximately the top three inches of soil in the outside triangle on the

sguth side of the site. Said cleanup and excavated materials are being

held in storage containers by the Company.

b. 1608 Washington Avenue North. The Company has operated a

battery fragment processing facility at the 1608 Washington Avenue North site
(Union Scrap Iron and Metal Company Plant No. 2} since about 1973. Battery
tops and fragments generated from Company plants have been stored out-of-doors

at the site since 1973. On-site operations also consisted of a fragment

crushing and segregation operation whereby lead and plastic materials



are removed and stored for resale. The rubber battery fragments were returned
to out-of-door sterage piles.

The Company's Plant No. 2 has been on notice from regulatory
agencies, i.e., the Agency and the city of Minneapolis, for alleged pollution
violations since April 3, 1979 when Tlead debris were observed on the city
streets and easements. The Agency issued the Company a Notice of Violation for
fugitive lead emissions on May 5, 1980. The Company has also been placed on
notice for alleged violations of federal hazardous waste regulations resulting
from alleged improper handling, storage, and disposal of hazardous waste and
for not allowing a U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) represen-
tative to sample the pile on-site sterage—pile. Another Notice of VYiolation
was issued to thé Company on June 22, 1982 for violations of state hazardous
waste regulations

6. Alleged Violations.

a. The Shafer Plant, Tlocated at 129 Plymouth Avenue North was

operated by the Company from about 1973 through 1981 with the following alleged
violations of Minnesota statutes and rules.
1) 6 MCAR 84.6004 {Minn. Rule SW 4) states in part:

"Solid waste shall not be deposited at any intermediate or
final solid waste disposal site in such a manner that material
or leachings therefrom may cause pollution of ground or surface
waters,

"A person shall make an intermediate or final disposal of
any solid waste only at a site or facility for which a
permit has been issued by the Agency unless otherwise
provided by these regulations.”
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Minnesota Rule SW 4, prior to June 18, 1979, further provided:

"Disposal of toxic and hazardous wastes shall be in a safe
and pollution-free manner and in compliance with the
requlations of federal, state and local governments and
their requlatory agencies.”

The Agency alleges that the Company disposed of solid and toxic
and hazardous waste in a manner that does not comply with the provisions of
this rule.

?) 6 MCAR 84,8022 (d)(2),{3), and (4) state:

"(2) No sewage, industrial waste, other waste, or other
poliutants shall be allowed to be discharged to the
unsaturated zone or deposited in such place, manner or
quantity that the effluent or residue therefrom upon
reaching the water table, may actually or potentially
preclude or 1imit the use of the underground waters as a
potable water supply, nor shall any such discharge or
deposit be allowed which may pollute the underground
waters. A1l such possible sources of pollutants shall be
monitored at the discharger's expense as directed hy the
Agency.

“(3) Treatment, safeguards or other control measures shall
be provided by the person responsible for any sewage,
industrial waste, other waste, or other pollutants which
are to be or have been discharged to the unsaturated zone
or deposited there, or which have been discharged to the
zone of saturation, to the extent necessary to ensure that
the same will not constitute or continue to be a source of
pollution of the underground waters or impair the natural
quality thereof.

"(4) Toxic pollutants including but not limited to,
radioactive substances, chemicals, metals, solvents,
petroleum products, plating wastes, and acids and bases,
shall not be discharged or deposited in any manner such as
to endanger the quality or uses of the underground waters."
The Agency alleges that the Company did not have the proper
containment safeqguards for the handiing of toxic wastes and thereby caused

pollutants to be deposited in violation of the provisions of this rule.



Minnesota Statute §115.061 {1980) states:

"115.061 DUTY TO NOTIFY AND AVOID WATER POLLUTION. It

is the duty of every person to notify the agency
immediately of the discharge, accidental or otherwise, of
any substance or material under its control which, if not
recovered, may cause pollution of waters of the state, and
the responsible person shall recover as rapidly and as
thoroughly as possible such substance or material and take
immediately such other action as may be reasonably possible
to minimize or abate pollution of waters of the state
caused thereby."

The Agency alleges that the Company repeatedly discharged

hazardous wastes from its operations and failed to recover the hazardous

wastes in violation of the provisions of this statute.

4)

6 MCAR §4.9070 A and R state:

*A. Duty to report. Any person who owns, has possession
of, or otherwise has control of a hazardous waste that
spills, leaks or otherwise escapes from a container,
vehicle tank, storage tank, portable tank or other
containment system, including its associated piping, shall
immediately notify the agency if the hazardous waste may
cause poliution of the air, land, or waters of the state.
The person shall use, when applicable, the agency's 24-hour
telephone notification service.

B. Duty to recover. Any person who owns, has possession
of, or otherwise has control of a hazardous waste that
spills, leaks, or otherwise escapes from a container,
vehicle tank, storage tank, or other containment system,
including its associated piping, shall recover the
hazardous wastes as rapidly and as thoroughly as possible
and shail immediately take such other action as may be
reasonably possible to protect human 1ife and health and
minimize or abate pollution of the water, air or tand
resources of the state caused therebhy.®

The Agency alleges that the Company failed to report and recover

hazardous wastes that were spilled or leaked from containers, containment

systems and associated piping in violation of the provisions of this rule.



5) 6 MCAR §4.8014 (c}(13) states in part:

"No sewage, industrial waste or other wastes shall he
discharged into the intrastate waters of the state in
such quantity or in such manner alone or in combination
with other substances as to cause pollution thereof as
defined by law."

The Agency alleges that the Company deposited wastes on Company
property which may have been discharged or which may potentially be discharging

to the Mississippi River.
6) Minnesota Statute 8116.081 Subdivision 1 (1980) states in part:

®116.081 PROHIBITIONS. Subdivision 1. Obtain Permit.

It shall be unlawful for any person to construct, install
or operate an emission facility, air contaminant treatment
facility, treatment facility, potential air contaminant
storage facility, storage facility, or system or facility
related to the collection, transportation, storage, or
disposal of solid waste, or any part thereof unless
otherwise exempted by any agency regulation now in force or
hereinafter adopted, until plans therefor shall have been
submitted to the agency, and a written permit therefor
shall have been granted by the agency. The requirements of
this section shall not be applied to motor vehicles."

The Agency alleges that the Company established and operated a
hazardous waste facility without the required permit applications being filed
with the Agency.
7) 6 MCAR 84.9004 C. 5(d) states in part:
"d, The facility operator shall not dispose of hazardous
wastes in a manner that contaminates the soil uniess such
disposal is authorized in a Hazardous Waste Facility
Permit,"

The Agency alleges that the Company contaminated the soil with

hazardous waste without Agency permit authority.



8) 6 MCAR §4.9004 C.1. states in part:

"a. The facility operator shall prepare procedures for
personnel to follow in the case of spills of hazardous
wastes and in the case of fire and other emergencies.
The facility operator shall post these procedures in a
conspicuous place at the facility site.

“b, The facility operator shall have safety equipment
available at the facility site for use during spills,
fires and other emergencies.

"c. The facility operator shall have available at all
times written procedures for handiing spills, fires and
other emergencies, The facility operator shall train and
instruct all personnel at the facility site in these
procedures. The facility operator shall maintain records
of the training and instruction programs that are held.

"d, The facility operator shall construct and begin
operating a site monitoring system that is approved by the
agency as adequate to determine the effect of the facility
on the soil, ground water and air before accepting or
storing any hazardous waste at the facility.

"e. The facility operator shall control access to the
facility by the use of fences, gates, locks and other similar
methods and allow access only te persons who are
knowledgeable in the safety and emergency procedures needed
for handling the hazardous waste. The facility operator

shall provide security against unauthorized entry onto the site....

"i. The facility operator shall prevent the discharge of
hazardous waste from the facility to the surface waters or
ground waters of the state. The facility operator shall
prevent hazardous waste from entering drains, sewer inlets,
storm sewers, sanitary sewers, doorways, vents, tunnels,
pipes, windows or areas with permeable earth or soil floors."

The Agency alleges that the Company operated a hazardous waste
facility without complying with the provisions of this rule.

b. The Union Scrap Iron and Metal Plant No. 2, Tlocated at

1608 Washington Avenue North has been operated by the Company from about
1973 through the present, with the following alieged violations of

Minnesota statutes and rules.



1) Minnesota Statute 8115.061 {1980) is stated in part on

page 6 of this Agreement.

The Agency alleges that the Company has repeated]j discharged
hazardous wastes from its operations and failed to recover and provide adequate
safeguards for the prevention of hazardous waste discharges from its facility
in violation of the provisions of this statute.

2) 6 MCAR 84,6004 (Minnesota Rule SW 4) is stated in part

on page 4 of this Agreement.

The Agency alleges that the Company disposed of solid and toxic
and hazardous waste in a manner that does not comply with the provisions of
this rule.

3) 6 MCAR 84.8022 (d)(2), (3), and (4) is stated, in part, on

page 5 of this Agreement.

The Agency alleges that the Company has not complied with the
provisions of this rule.

4}  Minnesota Statute §116.081 Subdivision 1 (1980) is stated in

part on page 7.

The Agency alleges that the Company has violated the provisions
of this statute.

5) 6 MCAR 84,9004 C.1. states in part:

"C. Hazardous waste facility operation.
1. General. No person shall operate a hazardous
waste facility except im conformance with the following
requirements:
a. The facility operator shall prepare
procedures for personnel to follow in the case of
spills of hazardous waste and in the case of fire

and other emergencies. The facility operator
shall post these procedures in a conspicuous

place at the facility site.
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b. The facility operator shall have safety
equipment available at the facility site for use
during spills, fires and other emergencies.

¢. The facility operator shall have available
at all times written procedures for handling
spills, fires and other emergencies. The
facility operator shall train and instruct all
personnel at the facility site in these
procedures, The facility operator shall maintain
records on the training and instruction programs
that are held.

d. The facility operator shall construct and
begin operating a site monitering system that is
approved by the agency as adequate to determine
the effect of the facility on the soil, ground
water and air before accepting or storing any
hazardous waste at the facility.

e. The facilily operator shall control access
to the facility by the use of fences, gates,
locks and other similar methods and allow access
only to persons who are knowledgeable in the
safety and emergency procedures needed for
handling the hazardous waste. The facility
operator shall provide security against
unauthorized entry onto the site...

h. The facility operator shall not allow
scavenging at the facility.

i.  The facility operator shall prevent the
discharge of hazardous waste from the facility to
the surface waters or ground waters of the state.
The facility operator shall prevent hazardous
waste from entering drains, sewer inlets, storm
sewers, sanitary sewers, doorways, vents,
tunnels, pipes, windows or areas with permeable
earth or soil floors."

The Agency alleges that the Company has been operating a

hazardous waste facility without complying with the provisions of this rule.

6}

6 MCAR §4.9004 .3. states:

"¢, The facility operator shall store hazardous
waste in containers and tanks in a manner such
that the facility operator can locate any
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shipment of hazardous waste and any hazardous
waste from any particular generator stored on the site.

d. The facility operator shall store hazardous
waste in containers and tanks that are located
out-of-doors only within a Tiner and dike system
which meets the following requirements:

(1} The liner and dike system shall have a
permeabiltity rate no greater than

10-7 centimeters per second when being
subjected to a head of one foot of water and
shall be of a composition that will not
increase in permeability as a result of
contact with hazardous waste.

(2) The liner and dike system shall be
constructed so as to hold a volume equal to
the volume of the largest storage tank plus
the total capacity of ail containers and
portable tanks plus one foot of freeboard.

{3) The interface between the dike and
underTying liner shall be constructed so as
to provide a seal against movement of
hazardous waste or solutions thereof.

(4) The dike shall be constructed in a
manner that provides necessary ramps for
vehicles needing access to the storage areas."

The Agency alleges that the Company has been operating a

hazardous waste faci
waste facility rule.

7)

lity without complying with the provisions of this hazardous

Minn. Rule APC 6 states in part:

"(a) No person shall cause or permit the handling,

use, transporting, or storage of any material in

a manner which may allow avoidable amounts of particulate
matter to become air-borne.
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(b) No person shall cause or permit a building or
appurtenances or a road, or a driveway, or an open
area to be constructed, used, repaired or demolished
without applying all such reasonable measures as

may be required to prevent particulate matter

from becoming air-borne. The Director may

require such reasonable measures as may be
necessary to prevent particulate matter from
becoming air-borne including, but not limited

to, paving or frequent ciearing of roads, driveways
and parking lots; application of dust-free surfaces;
application of water; and the planting and maintenance
of vegetative ground cover.,"

The Agency alleges that the Company has allowed avoidable
amounts of particulate matter to become air-borne in violation of the
provisions of this rule,

7. Company Denial. The Company denies each and every allegation set

forth herein and nothing contained herein shall be construed as an admission
of any allegation or admission of liability.

8. Purpose of Agreement. The purpose of this Agreement is to: 1) Identify

the study requirements that will be prerequisite to defining the extent, if any,
of soil and ground water contaminations at both Company sites; 2) Define an
Agency approved method for recycling of rubber fragments such-as—these
currently in out-of-door storage at 1608 Washington Avenue North; and 3) To
assist in Identify identifying remedial actions, if any, neceSsary to correct
contamination resulting from Company operations. A schedule and plan for the
Company performed necessary corrective actions will be defined in a second
stipulation agreement following the submission of information and plans

required by this Agreement, but—nothirg—herein—shall-prevent-the Company—from-
unrdertaling—such-approved—remedial—action as—may beappropriate—prior—theretos

This Stipulation Agreement shall not resolve the violations alleged in Section

A.6.
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B. AGREEMENT

NOW, THEREFORE, it is hereby agreed and stipulated as follows:

1. Company. The Company agrees to implement the following program at
its former facility located at 129 Plymouth Avenue North and its current
facility located at 1608 Washington Avenue North,

a. Consuyltant. Within 15 days after the effective date of this
Agreement, the Company shall acquire the services of an experienced consultant
to provide the Company with the technical expertise to perform the tasks set
forth in this Agreement.

b, Definitions. For the purpose of this Agreement, the following
definitions are provided:

1} Contaminated soils henceforth in this Agreement are those

that:

a} Exhibit the characteristic of corrosivity as defined
in 6 MCAR §4.9001 or 40 CFR §261.22; and/or

b)  Exhibit the characteristic of EP Toxicity as defined
in 40 CFR 8261.24 for cadmium, lead, or arsenic; and/or

c) The Company will also analyze all soil samples taken
pursuant to this Agreement for total lead concentrations to determine if said
concentrations are equal to or greater than 600 micrograms per gram of soil,
but soils with such concentrations shall not be considered contaminated for this
reason if they are deleted from existing Agency regulations or while they are

proposed for deletion or amendment to a higher concentration.
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?}  Rubber fragments henceforth in this Agreement are those

fragments that have been ard-witl—be generated from battery reclamation
operations and are were segregated from lead and plastic materials+ and are

stored at 1608 Washington Avenue North in Minneapolis, Minnesota. The Company

has about 45086 50 tons of rubber fragments in out-of-doors piles stored at its

Plant No. 2, sndasubstantiatbyr—tesseramount—eurrentbystored—atits

3)  Director in this Agreement means the Director of the Solid
and Hazardous Waste Division of the Minneseta—PeMHution-Lontrel— Agency.

c. Soil and Ground Water Contamination Investigation Plan. (For

Company's Plant No. 1.) The purpose of the soil and ground water contamination
investigation plan is to define the soil boring, ground water monitoring,
sampling, and laboratory analysis study elements that will be required to fiden-
tify the horizontal and vertical soil and ground water contamination, if any,
resulting from the Company's past on-site activities. The information

compiled from the study will be summarized in a final report for the purpose

of defining remedial actions, if any, that will be taken to protect human

health and reasonably abate pollution of the environment.

1) Most Probable Areas of Deep Soil Contamination.
Most probable areas of deep soil contamination are the two outdoor areas used
for battery storage and which the Company has identified as areas which may have
received spillage and drainage from batteries and fragments; indoor areas which

were used to crush the batteries and treat the battery acid; and indoor areas
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where corrosive process waters and wastes may have corroded sanitary sewers
to the extent that waste waters reached the ground.

2)  Investigation Plan Contents and Requirements. Within 30

days after the effective date of this Agreement, the Company shall submit for
approval by the Director a plan and schedule for expeditious sampling and
analysis of soils and ground water on the site. This plan shall be implemented
in accordance with the approved schedule and shall include the following
provisions:
a} A schedule, plan, and methods, for the following

investigations of potential soil contamination:

(1) The areas of most probable deep soil contamination;

(2) The first 12 inches of soil over the entire site
by representative sampling methods which will identify the presence or absence
of contaminated soils; and

{3} The seils underlying the first 12 inches of soil
where thg first 12 inches are contaminated soils. Soil inspections shall
continue in 12 inch lifts for the first three feet and then in two foot lifts
thereafter until the extent of vertical and horizontal contamination
attributable to the Company have been identified, but nothing herein shall
prevent the Company af its option from inspection and analysis da—-tess-than

the HEts—speeified- of soil layers by 1ifts less than the specified vertical

dimensions.

b)  Procedures for the sampling and the laboratory
analysis of soils. These procedures shall include methods for the collection
of soil samples, the laboratory's analytical methods, detection limits and

quality assurance programs.
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c) Installation of a minimum of three monitoring wells

into the first surficial drift aquffer beneath the site if the soil contamination

analyses demonstrate that there is a potential for contamination which may he

reasonably attributable to the Company, to reach said aquifer. The monitoring
wells shall he screened three to five feets;—er-larger—at—theopkion-of—the
Gompanys into the top of this aquifer. The wells shall be located so that ane
well monitors the ground water entering the site (upgradient well) and two
wells monitor the ground water leaving the site (downgradient wells).

d) Procedures for well construction and installation,
ground water sampling, and laboratory analysis of the three monitoring wells
sampled quarterly for one year after installation for pH, lead, arsenic, and
sulfate. These procedures shall include the methods for collection and
preservation of samples, the laboratory's analytical methods, quality assurance
program, and the format for the reporting of analytical results to the
Director. A statement of the laboratory’s projected detection limits is also
reduired. The monitoring wells shall be sampled by-the Company within 60 days
after their installation. The Agency staff shall have the option of splitting
the water samples with the Company for analysis by the Minnesota Department of
Health. TIf any of the constituent concentrations jn the ground water are equal
to or greater than standards listed in 6 MCAR §4.8014 (d)(1), (Minnesota Rule
WPC 14 for drinking water standards), then the Company shall implement a
quarterly (every three months) well sampling and analysis program for two
years for all wells. This quarterly monitoring shall analyze ground water
for pH, lead, arsenic and sulfate concentrations.

e} Procedures for the abandonment of the water monitoring

wells as per 7 MCAR §1.218, Minnesota Department of Mealth Water Construction

Code. Additionally, all boring sites shall have to be properly closed and
grouted upon completion of the soil boring studies.
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d. Reporting Requirements and Company Actions.

1) Soil Study Report. The Company shall report the resylts of

the soil study within 30 days its receipt of a1} analytical data to the
Agency's Solid and Hazardous Waste Division's Compliance and Enforcement Unit.
The Company shall submit the soil study report to the same Unit no later than
+08 60 days after Company's receipt of all analytical data. This report shall
include the following provisions:

a) Results of the soil inspections including a drawing of
the site to a suitable scale depicting all soil sampling points;

b) Soil sampling analytical results including test
procedure identification and laboratory test precision;

c) A written conclusion of the extent and degree of soil
contamination over the site detailing estimated contaminated soil volumes with
horizontal and vertical dimensions;

d) A discussion of all analytical discrepancies.

2)  Ground Water Study Report. The Company shall report the

results of any ground water study wade-neecessary-by-the soil-contamination
anratyses within 30 days of its receipt of a3+ analytical data to the Agency's

Solid and Hazardous Waste Division's Compliance and Enforcement Unit. The
Company shall submit the ground water study report to the same Unit no later
than 60 days after the Company's receipt of all analytical data. This report
shall include the following provisions,

a) A written description of the ground water
characteristics beneath the site including the water table depth, most
probable ground water flow direction(s) and significant confining layers, if any,

including permeabilities;
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h) Ground water analytical results, test procedure
identification, and laboratory precision and accuracy data;

c) A written conclusion of the extent and deqree of
ground water contamination comparing monitored ground water concentrations to
drinking water standards listed in 6 MCAR 84.8014 (d)(1);

d)  Background or upgradient ground water analyses for -all
pollutants being considered; and

e) A discussion of all analytical descrepancies.

2) Quarterly Ground Water Monitoring Report. The Company

shall submit reports, subsequent to the initial ground water monitoring report
outlined above, to the Agency's Division of Solid and Hazardous Waste's
CompTliance and Enforcement Unit within 20 days after the water sample analyses
are received by the Company from the laboratory. Evaluation of the results in
these reports shall include the following:

a) Fach report shall include sample results, test
procedure identification, laboratory test precision and accuracy (of spiked
environmental samples) as well as a review and conclusion.

(1) If after one year of ground water monitoring, no

degradation of the downgradient water quality, which may be reasonably

attributable to the Company, is seen when compared to the respective upgradient
ground water quality, then the Company may upon reguwest—Ffer receipt of the Director's
approval, discontinue the monitoring program,

(2) If after two years of ground water monitoring,

the observed degradation, which may be reasonably attributable to the Company,

has decreased significantly, then the Company may, upon reguest—for receipt of
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the Director's approval, discontinue the monitoring program. However, if after

two years, the monitoring reports evidence contaminant levels which may be

reasonably attributable to the Company in excess of drinking water standards

listed in 6 MCAR §4.R3014 theNatioral-Effluent—IndustrialHater-Bischarge—

Standard for the applicable constituents set forth in this Agreement, then the

Company shall, submit to the Director a proposal for feasibile remedial
action(s) and upon written request of the Director, continue monitoring ground
water. Such continuation of ground water monitoring shall be for an additional
one year period after which the program will be discontinued or extended upon
the same terms set forth in this paragraph relative to the discontinuation or
extension after the two year monitoring period.

3}  Remedial Action Plan. Within 45 days after the submission

of the first ground water study report er—determination-that—such—+reportis
not--pecessarys;—whiehever-First—oecurs, the Company shall submit for approval by

the Director, a proposed remedial action plan detailing the actions necessary

to properly remedy soil and ground water contamination which may be reasonably

attributable to the Company at the site. This plan shall include the following
provisions:

a) A schedule and plan for the removal, if necessary, of
contaminated soils on the site specifying excavation volumes and excavation
methods;

b) A schedule and plan for the proper disposal and/or

storage of excavated soils within 90 days of excavation;
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c) Precautions to he taken to minimize the amounts of
ajir-horne contaminated soils and fugitive dusts generated during excavations,
transport and disposal activities and to protect personnel from the hazard
of handling the contaminated soils during implementation of this plan;

d) A method of filling in of soil excavation sites.

Unless otherwise appropriate by reascn of future use of the site or the levels

of constituents which may be reasonably attributable to the Company remaining

at the site, soil excavation areas shall be backfilled with soils more
impervious than the excavated soils and landscaped to promote runoff; and

e) A location(s) for the temporary storage of contaminated
s0ils.
Except as otherwise specifically provided for in this Agreement
or in Director approved plans, the Company shall comply with all applicable

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency and Agency rules governing the storage

and disposal of hazardous wastes. HAHprevisions—ef—the remedialactionplan

jnctude-terms—or conditions—unacceptabletothe Company=  All provisions of

the remedial action plan are subject to the Company obtaining authorization from

the property owner for the Company fo carry out said provisions.

e. The Company agrees to implement the following program at its
Plant No. 2 to achieve compliance with Minnesota hazardous waste rules and to

define the soil and ground water contamination, if any, resulting from on-site

activities,
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1) Waste Pile Additions Prohibited. The Company shall not

nlace any additional materials in the piles sterage at the site resulting from
off-site activities until such a time as: a) the nature of potential soil and
ground water contamination is defined; and b) facility safeguards are

constructed to prevent the generation of leachate, water run-on and runoff, and
fugitive dust emissions which cause violation of applicable ambient air standards.

2)  Reuse of Rubber Fragments. The Company shall

implement the following schedule and plan to remove and reuse all of the
rubber fragments accumuiated on-site.

a) The Company shall process the rubber fragment
piles at its Plant No. 2 as expeditiously as possible censistent—with—the
capabiities—for—utilization-by—the reuser by sieving all rubber fragments
through a number 10 mechanical sieving device. All lead particulates from the
sieving will be placed into containers and stored in-doors until sold as lead
scrap or reprocessed for such sale. The Company will employ suitable
precautions to minimize the generation of air-borne emissions and fugitive
dusts during all phases of the handling of the rubber fragments.

h)  The rubber fragments retained by the number 10
sieve process described above will be used in road construction as asphalt road
bhase course asphalt {black base) with a maximum blend of 5 - 10 percent, hy volume
of the total base course in the base course layer. The rubber fragment -
asphalt road base course material will be covered hy three inches of final
cover asphalt which will contain no rubber fragment content. The area(s) of
road surface created using the rubber fragment course material shall have to be

identified in writing to the Director prior to rubber fragment usage. A
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maximum of 50 tons of rubher fragments may be used for asphalt road course

material that shall be removed from the 1608 Washington Avenue North site.

Rubber fragments presently at the Company's Plant No. 2 shall not be stored

off of the 1608 Washington Avenue North en—s—regularbasis—eff—site prior to

incorporation as asphalt road coarse material.

c) Any asphalt that incorporates rubber fragments under
the terms of this Agreement, shall be generated by the Inver Grove facility
of Bituminous Roadways Inc. or such other company that is in possession of all
necessary Agency permits relevant to the use of rubber fragments into the
asphalt. The Company shall notify the Agency's Division of Solid and

Hazardous Waste Compliance and Enforcement Unit two working days prior to

incorporation of rubber fragments into asphalt by any company.

3)  Soil Investigation Plan Submittal. {(Company's Plant No. ?)

The purpose of the contamination investigation plan is to define soil horing
and laboratory analysis study elements that may be necessary to identify
contamination of the eutsidestoragearea—son—the site attributable to the
Company. The study plan results will then be used to identify necessary
remedial actions that the Company shall perform. Within 30 days after the
effective date of this Agreement, the Company shall submit for approval by
the Director, a schedule and plan for the expeditious study to determine if
there is soil contamination. In developing and implementing the plan it is

recognized that the outside storage area at the Company's Plant No. 2 is

roughly comprised of the east one-half containing lead fragments and
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the west one-half containing essentially rubber fragments and pieces of plastic
with—retther—part—of—the-matertal—presently-stored—theresns Thus The plan
shall provide for a staged investigation that will commence on the west
one-half of the site within 20 days after that portion of the site is cliear of
rubber fragments in accordance with paragraph B.1.e.2) of this Agreement. The
investigation of the east one-half of the site will be commenced within 20 days
after the lead fragments thereon are divided into three piles based on particle
sizing to accelerate sale and/or recycling, with said piles being stored on the
west one-half er ether—property—ef-theLompany in such manner while awaiting
sale/recycling as to minimize run-on, runoff or leaching. The plan shall
contain the following provisions:

a} A schedule and plan, including methods of inspection,
for investigating soil contamination on the site. The first 12 inches of soil
over the entire site shall be sampled and analyzed using representative
sampling methods, to identify the presence or absence of contaminated soils.

b)  Method of inspection of soils under]yihg the first 12
inches of soil where the first 12 inches are contaminated soils. Soil
inspections shall continue in 12 inch 1ifts for the first three feet and then
in two foot lifts thereafter until all contaminated soils have been identified
by vertical and horizontal dimensions on the site, but nothing herein shall

prevent the Company at its option from conducting additional inspections and

analyses at less than the 1ifts specified.
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c) Procedures for the sampling and analysis of soils.
These procedures shall include the methods for collection of soil samples,
laboratory precision and accuracy data, lahboratory analytical method
jdentification and laboratory detection limits.

4)  Ground Water Investigation Plant Submittal. Within 60

days after the soil investigation demonstrates that there is a potential for
contamination from the site attributable to the Company to reach the first
surficial drift aquifer beneath the site, the Company shall submit to the

Director for approval a plan for monitoring said aquifer as per the requirements

of B.1l.c.2. ¢. and d.

5) Elimination of Existing Outside Storage. Within 30 days

after the effective date of this Agreement, the Company shall vrepare and
submit a written schedule and plan for the Directors approval for the
expeditious removal of the piles in accordance with the provisions of
paragraph B.1.e.3).
f.  Penalty. This Agreement does not include a monetary penalty

that the Company shall pay into the Treasury of the State of Minnesota.
The Agency shall use the information from the Company's reports provided for
in this Agreement to evaluate the amount and extent of environmental damages
resulting from Company operations. Such information together with other
appropriate considerations may be used to calculate a future penalty against
the Company, but nothing herein shall be construed to be an agreement by the
Company to accept or pay any such penalty.

2. Agency. In consideration of the Company's performance of the terms,

covenants, and agreements contained herein, the Agency agrees that, during the

perijod between the effective date of this Agreement and its termination date,
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the Agency shall not take additional enforcement action against the Company

for the violations of Minnesota Statutes and rules alleged in part A.6. of

this Agreement, so Tong as the Company is in compliance with fthe terms of this

Agreement. The parties recognize that upon the termination of the Agreement,

the Agency will seek performance by the Company of remedial actions and resolve

the violations alleged in part A.6., either through an additional stipulation

agreement or other appropriate enforcement action by the Agency.

3. General Conditions.

a. Remedies of the Parties. The terms of this Agreement shall be

legally enforceable by either party in a court of competent jurisdiction and
each of the parties retains the right to assert any legal, equitable, or
administrative right of action or defense which may be available by Taw in
order to implement or enforce the terms of this Agreement.

b. Liability and Obligation. Except as specifically set forth in

paragraph B.2. of this Agreement, this Agreement shall not release the
Company from any liability or obligation imposed by Minnesota statutes, rules or
local ordinances now in effect or which may be adopted in the future.

c. Additional Efforts, Nothing in this Agreement shall preclude the

Agency from exercising any administrative, Tegal and equitable remedies
availahle to it to require additional efforts by the Company in the event that
the implementation of paragraphs B.l.a. through B.1l.e. is not adequate to
achieve compliance with Minnesota hazardous waste rules,

d.  Agency Monitoring. The Company shall allow the Agency or any

authorized member, employee or agent thereof, upon presentation of credentials,
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access at reasonable times to the Company's property and facilities to ohtain
such information and documentation which is relevant to making a determination
that the Company is in compliance with the terms of this Agreement.

e.  Emergency Powers. Nothing in this Agreement shall prevent the

Agency from exercising its emergency powers pursuant to Minnesota Statute
§116.11 (1980) in the event conditions warranting action should arise.

f. Successors. This Agreement shall be binding upon the Company,
its successors and assigns, and upon the Agency, its successors and assigns.

g. Continuing Company Obligation. Should the Company sell or

otherwise convey or assign any of its right, title or interest in the facilities
described in paragraph A.2., such sale or other conveyance shall not release
the Company from any obligation imposed by this Agreement, unless the party to
whom the fight, title or interest has been transferred or assigned agrees in
writing to fulfill the obligations of this Agreement and the Agency approves
such transfer or assignment.

h.  Amendments. This Agreement may be amended at any time by
written agreement of the parties,

i.  Extension of Time. The Director shall grant extensions of time

schedules stated herein in the event the Company demonstrates good cause to the
Director for granting such extensions. Such extensions shall be commensurate
with the delays involved.

j. Effective Date. This Agreement shall be effective upon the

date it is signed by the last signatory hereto.
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k. Termination. This Agreement shall terminate six—months—after
the 30 days after completion of the last obligation of the Company set forth

herein is completed but-—dn—-nro—case-shall -the fareement -extend—beyonds or one

year whichever comes first.

UNIOM SCRAP IRON AND METAL COMPANY MINNESOTA POLLUTION CONTROL AGENCY
By By

Dale L. Wikre

Director

Solid and Hazardous Waste Division

Dated this day of , Dated this day of
1983. 1983,




’ Minnesota Pollution Control Agency

et L

July 12, 1982

- - - b
Mr. Richard Rosen, General Manager IEEEC:IEI‘fE?[)

Union Scrap Iron and Metal Company , )
210 15th Avenue North | JUL 14 1982

Minneapolis, Minnesota 55411 WASTE MANAGEMENT BRA
NCH
. REGION v

Dear Mr. Rosen:

e

g
Re: Preliminary Stipulation Agreement Meeting Summary

Union Scrap Iron and Metal Company's technical representative, Mr. Cary Perket,
met with the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA) staff on June 24, 1982
for the purpose of negotiating the basic requirements of a Stipulation
Agreement for the purpose of resolving deficiencies and violations.

I will briefly review the issues which were discussed with Mr. Perket for
confirmation purposes only. It will be necessary that you attend future
negotiations so that all issues of the Stipulation Agreement can be addressed.

129 North Plymouth Avenue

The corrective or remedial actions that will be required at the former Union
Scrap Iron and Metal Plant No. 1 were reviewed. The company is to retain a
qualified consultant for the purpose of defining a remedial action work plan
according to the provisions and schedule of the Agreement. The plan would
require MPCA Director approval prior to implementation and would enable the
company and the MPCA to define the extent of horizontal and vertical soil
contamination. Additionally, it would require provisions to determine whether
or not the ground water has been degraded and if degraded, to monitor the
effectiveness of the remedial actions. Other provisions of the Agreement were
also discussed.

1608 Washington Avenue-North

The remedial actions that will be required at the Unjon Scrap Iron
and Metal Plant No. 2 include:

1. An exploration of soil contamination;

2. Upgrading of the hazardous waste facility;

Phone:
1935 West County Road B2, Roseville, Minnesota 551 13-2785
Regional Offices ® Duluth/Brainerd/Detroit Lakes/Marshall/Rochester
Equal Opportunity Employer
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3. Contaminated soils excavation;
4, Potential ground water monitoring; and
5. Reparting requirements.

The MPCA requests that no additional wastes be added to this facility from any
sources until such time that the site is in compliance with state and federal
statutes. Other provisions of the Agreement were also discussed, and in
particular, the concern is that lead bearing sediments have again been
generated and discharged to the storm sewers. The storm sewers discharge to
the Mississippi River and this may be the focus of additional violations and
water pollution concerns.

Mr. Perket had mentioned that you may have a prospective market for the
approximately 1,000 tons of waste rubber fragments that have been stored for
many years at 1608 Washington Avenue North., You are requested to submit a
disposal summary for waste rubber fragments fo this office for approval prior
to implementation when you have a better idea of your options.

The Agreement provisions relating to penalties were not reviewed in detail
because your technical representative did not have the authority to discuss

this issue. The Agreement will contain a monetary penalty which the MPCA feels
is commensurate with the environmental damage, degree of noncompliance, and MPCA
staff time expended for this problem.

We will arrange another negotiation meeting when the draft Agreement is
prepared for your review., If your consultant prepares a remedial action plan
for the 120 Plymouth Avenue North site, we will seriously consider
incorporating his plan in the Agreement. 1 anticipate having the next
meeting about mid-July, 1982,

Thank you for your assistance in resolving this matter,

% ]

Sincerely,

L. Bruce Wilson

Enforcement Unit

Reguiatory Compliance Section
Solid and Hazardous Waste Division

CBW/sf
cc: Kenneth Skahn, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region V, Chicago
Greq Lie, Hennepin County Hazardous Waste Officer
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June 18, 1982 w{

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Richard Rosen, General Manager
Union Scrap Iron and Metal Company
210 15th Avenue North

Minneapolis, Minnesota 55411

Dear Mr. Rosen:
Re: HNotice of Violation, Hazardous Waste Facilities Violations

Enclosed and hereby served upon you by Certified U.S. Mail is a Notice of
Violation issued for failure to comply with numerous provisions of Minnesota
Statutes and Rules as a result of improper storage, handling, and disposal of
hazardous wastes which have resulted in the contamination of soils and
potentially the ground water at 129 Plymouth Avenue North and 1608 Washington
Avenue North in Minneapolis, Minnesota.

The Minnesota Pollution Control Agency {MPCA) has been requesting that Union
Scrap Iron and Metal Company (hereinafter the Company) perform necessary soil
and ground water studies to determine the extent of necessary excavations to
remaove any real or potential threats to human hzalth or the environment for the
129 Plymouth Avenue North and the “1608Washingtonvivenue orth sites under a
plan which has prior approval of the MPCA. This plan and MPCA reguired Company
actions shall not prevent the initiation of any action(s) by third parties.

You are hereby served notice that the problems associated with vour hazardous waste
storage, disposal and transport are considered significant and warrant your
immediate attention and can not be allowed to continue. The MPCA and the

Company shall negotiate a Stipulation Agreement within 30 days of receipt of

this letter and Notice of Violation.

Regional Gilices = Guluth/Brainerd/Detroit Lakes/Marshali/Rochester
Eaual Opport

ity Employer
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Failure to comply shall result in the initiation of furthar enforcement
actions. _

If you should have any questions concerning this matter, please contact me
at 612-297-2731.

Sincerely,

C. Bruce Wilson

Enforcement Unit

Regulatory Compliance Section
Solid and Hazardous Waste Division

CBYW:sf
Enclosure

cc: Ken Skahn, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region V, Chicago
Glen Keicker, City of Minneapolis, Minneapolis
Lee Holden, Ramsey County Hazardous Waste Officer, Roseville
Greg Lie, Hennepin County Hazardous Waste Officer, Hopkins



STATE OF MINNESOTA
MINNESOTA POLLUTION COMTROL AGENCY
DIVISION OF SOLID AND HAZARDOUS WASTE

In The Matter of Violation by
tUnion Scrap Iron and Metal Company,
of Minnesota Statutes and Rules

NOTICE OF VIOLATION

To: HMr. Richard Rosen, Generél Manager
Union Scrap Iron and Metal Company
210 15th Avenue Horth
Minneapoiis, Minnesota 55411
PLEASE BE ADVISED, that the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency, hereinafter
referred to as the Agency, has sufficient information to document that Union
Scrap Iron and Metal Company, hereinafter referred to as the Company, has
violated numerous provisions of Minnesota Statutes and Rules by using improper
storage and handling practices at two of its operating sites which are located
in Minneapolis, Minnesota. These locations include the Company operated Shafer
Recycling Plant, which was known as Union Scrap Iron and Meté1 Company Plant |
#1 and the battery processing facility currently being operated at 1608 Washington
Avente North, which is known as Union Scrap and Metal Company Plant #2.
A, The Shafer Plant, located at 129 Plymouth Avenue Horth was operated by

the Company from 1973 through 1981 with the following violations summarized

for this site.
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1. The Company has violated Minnesota Statutes 115.061 (1980}, Minnesota
Rules 6 MCAR & 4.8014 (c)(13), 6 MCAR § 4.8022 (d)(2), {(3), and (4), 6 MCAR §
4.6004 {Minnesota Ru?e SW 4 prior to June 18, 1979), and 6 MCAR § 4.9010 A. and
B, for repeated fai]ure to contain hazardous wastes and to recover uncontained
hazardous wastes.,

Minnesota Statute § 115.061 {1980) states:

"115.061 DUTY TO NOTIFY AND AVOID WATER POLLUTION. It
is the duty of every person to notify the agency
immediately of the discharge, accidental or otherwise,
of any substance or material under its control which,
if not recovered, may cause poliution of watars of the
state, and the responsible person shall recover as
rapidiy and as thoroughly as possible sucn substance
or material and take immediately such cther action as
may be reasonably possible to minimize or ahate
pollution of waters of the state caused thereby."

6 MCAR & 4.8014 (c)(13) states in part:

"No sewage, industrial waste or other wastes shall be
discharged into the intrastate waters of the state in such
guantity or in such manner alone or in combinaiion with
other substances as to cause pollution thereof as defined
by law.®

6 MCAR & 4,8022 (d){(2),(3), and (&) state:

"{2) No sewage, industrial waste, other waste, or other
pollutants shall be allowed to be discharged to the
unsaturated zone or deposited in such place, manner or

- guantity that the effiuent or residue therefrom upon
reaching the water table, may actually or potentially
preclude or limit the use of the underground waters as a
potabie water supply, nor shall any such discharge or
deposit be allowed which may pollute the underground
waters. A1l such possible sources of poliutants shall be
monitored at the discharger's expense as directed by the
Agency.

"3} Treatment, safeguards or other control measures shall
be provided by the person responsible for any sewage, industrial
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waste, other waste, or other pollutants which are to be

or have been discharged to the unsaturated zone or deposited
there, or which have heen discharged to the zone of saturation,
to the extent necessary to ensure that the same will not
constitute or continue to be a source of pollution of the
underground waters or impair the natural quality thereof.

w(4) Toxic pollutants including but not limited to, radioactive
substances, chemicals, metals, solvents, petroleum products,
piating wastes, and acids and bases, shall not be discharged or
deposited in any manner such as to endanger the quality or uses
of the underground waters.,"

6 MCAR & 4.6004 (Minn. Rule SW 4) states in part:

“Splid waste shall not be deposited at any intermediate or
final solid waste disposal site in such a manner that material
or leachings therefrom may cause pollution of ground or surface
waters.

"A person shall make an intermediate or final disposal of any
solid waste only at a site or facility for which a permit has
been issued by the Agency unless otherwise provided by these
reguiations."

Minnesota Rule SW 4, prior to June 18, 1979, further provided:

"Disposal of toxic and hazardous wastes shall be in a safe

and pollution-free manner and in compliance with the regulations
of federal, state and local governments and their regulatory
agencies.” :

6 MCAR § 4.9010 A and B state:

"A., Duty to report. Any parson who owns, has possession of,

or otherwise has control of a hazardous waste that spills,

Teaks or otherwise escapes from a container, vehicle tfank,
storage tank, portable tank or other containment system,
including its associated piping, shall immediately notify the
agency if the harardous waste may cause pollution of the air,
land, or waters of the State. The perscn shall use, when
applicable, the agency's 24-~hour telephone notification service.

B. Duty to recover. Any person who owns, has possession of, or
otherwise has control of a hazardous waste that spills, leaks,
or otherwise escapes from & container, vehicle tank, storage tank,
or other containment system, including its associated piping,
shall recover the hazardous wastas as rapidiy and as thoroughly
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as possible and shall immediately take such other acticn as may
be reasonably possible to protect human life and health and
minimize or abate poliution of the water, air or land resources
of the state caused thereby."

2. The Company has violated Minnesota Statute 116,081 (1880), Minnesota
Rule 6 MCAR & 4,9004 C.5, 6 MCAR § 4.9006 C., and 6 MCAR § 4.9004 C.1. for operating
the Shafer Plant without the required hazardous waste facility permit applications
being filed with the Agency.
' Minnesota Statute 116,081 Sudvidision 1 {1980) states in part:

"116.081 PROHIBITIONS. Subdivision 1. Obtain Permit.

It shall be unlawful for any persen to construct, install

or operate an emission facility, air contaminant ftreatment
facility, ireatment facility, potential air centaminant
storage facility, storage facitity, or system or facility
related to the collection, transportation, storage, or
disposal of solid waste, or any part thereof unless otherwise
exempted by any agency regulation now in force or hereinaftar
adopted, until plans therefor shall have been submitted to
the agency, and a written permit therefor shall have been
granted by the agency. The requirements of this section shall
not be applied to motor vehicles.™ '

6 MCAR & 4.9004 C. 5(d) states in part:

"d. The facility operator shall not dispose of hazardous
wastes in a manner that contaminates the soil uniess such
disposal is authorized in a Hazardous Waste Facility Permit."

6 MCAR & 4.9006 C. states in part:

- "Permit required. No person shall do any of the following
without obtaining a Hazardous Waste Facility Permit from
the agency:

"}, Establish, construct, operate, close or abandon a
hazardous waste facility."

6 MCAR §& 4.9004 C.1. states in part:
"a.‘ The facility operator shall prepare procedures for

personnel to fellow in the case of spills of hazardous
wastes and in the case of fire and other emergencies.
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The faéi1ity operator shall post these procedures in a
conspicuous place at the facility site.

"h. The facility operator shall have safety ecuipment
available at the facility site for use during spiils,
fires and other emergencies.

“c. The facility operator shall have available at all
times written procedures for handling spills, fires and
other emergencies. The facitity operator shall train

and instruct all personnel at the facility site in these
procedures, The facility operator shall maintain records
of the training and instruction programs that are held.

"d, The facility operator shall construet and begin

operating a site monitoring system that is approved by the agency
as adequate to determine the effect of the facility on the soil,
ground water and air before accepting or storing any hazardous
waste at the facility.

"o, The facility operator shall control access to the
facility by the use of fences, gates, locks and other similar
methods and allow access only to persons who are knowledgeable in
the safety and emergency procedures needed for handling the
hazardous waste. The facility operator shail provide security
against unauthorized entry onto the site....

"j. The facility operator shall prevent the discharge of
hazardous waste from the facility to the surface waters or ground
waters of the state., The facility operateor shall prevent
hazardous waste from entering drains, sewer inlets, storm sewers,
sanitary sewers, doorways, vents, tunnels, pipes, windows or areas
vwith permeable earth or soil floors.”

B. The Union Scrap Iron and Metal Company Plant #2, located at 1608
Washington Avenue North, operated by the Company since 1971, was noted to have
the below listed violations of Minnesota Rules and is a hazardous waste
facility.

1. The Company has violated Minnesota Statute 115.061 (1980), Minnesota Rule
6 MCAR & 4.8022 d (2), (3) and (4), 6 MCAR § 4,6004 (Minnesota Rule SW 4}, and
6 MCAR § 4.9010 A. and B. for repeated failure to contain hazardous wastes and

to report and recover uncontained hazardous wastes,
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Minnesota Statute § 115.061 (1980) states:

115,061 DUTY TO NOTIFY AND AVOID WATER POLLUTIOCH.

It is the duty of every person to notify the agency
immediately of the discharge, accidental or otherwise, of any
substance or material under its control which, if not
recovered, may cause pollution of waters of the state, and
the responsible person shall recover as rapidly and as
throughly as possible such substance or material and take
immediately such other action as may be reasonably possible
to minimize or abate pollution of waters of the state

Caused thereby."

6 MCAR § 4.8022 (d)(2}, (3), and (4) state:

“(2) No sewage, industrial waste, other waste, or
other poliutants shall be allowed to be discharged

to the unsaturated zone or deposited in such place,
manpner or quantity that the effluent or residue
therefrom upon reaching the water table, may actually
or potentially preciude or Timit the use of the
underground waters as a potable water supply, nor shail
any such discharge or deposit be allowed which may
poliute the underground waters. All such possible
sources of pollutants shall be monitored at the
discharger's expense as directed by the Agency.

"(3) Treatment, safequards or other control measures
shall be provided by the person responsible for any
sewage, industrial waste, other waste, or other
poliutants which are to be or have been discharged to
the unsaturaged zone or deposited there, or which have
been discharged fo the zone of saturation, to the
extent necessary to ensure that the same wiil not
constitute or continue to be a source of pollution of
the underground waters or impair the natural quality
thereof. '

®{4) Toxic pollutants including but not Timited to,
radioactive substances, chemicals, metals, solvents,
petroleum products, plating wastes, and acids and bases,
shall not be discharged or deposited in any manner such
as to endanger the quality or uses of the underground
waters.,"

6 MCAR § 4,6004 {Minn. Rule SW 4) states in part:

“Solid waste shall not be deposited at any intermediate



or final solid waste disposal site in such a manner
that material or leachings therefrom may cause pollution
of ground or surface waters.

“A person shall make an intermediate or final disposal
of any solid waste only at a site or facility for which
a permit has been issued by the Agency unless otherwise
provided by these regulations.”

Minnesota Ru1e SW 4, priof to Jurne 18, 1979, further
provided: '

"Disposal of toxic and hazardous wastes shall be in
a safe and pollution-free manner and in compliance
with the regulations of federal, state and Tocal
governments and their regulatory agencies."

6 MCAR & 4.9010 A and B state:

- *A, Duty to report. Any person who owns, has possession
of, or otherwise has control of a hazardous waste that
spills, Teaks, or otherwise escapes from a container,
vehicle tank, storage tank, portable tank or other
containment system, including its associated piping,
shall immediately notify the agency if the hazardous
waste may cause pollution of the air, land, or waters
of the state. The perscn shall use, when appticable,
the agency's 24 hour telephone notification service.

"8, Duty to recover. Any person who owns, has possessiocn
of, or otherwise has control of a hazardous waste that
spills, leaks, or otherwise escapes from a container,
vehicle tank, storage tank, portable tank or other
containment system, including its associated piping, shall
recover the hazardous waste as rapidly and as thoroughly as
possible and shall immediately take such other action

as may be reasonably possible to protect human Tife and
health and minimize or abate pollution of the water,

air or land resources of the state caused thereby."

2. The Company has violated Minnesota Statute § 116.081
Subdivision 1 (1980) 6 MCAR § 4.9004 C.1.(a,b,c,d,e,h, and i), 6 MCAR & 4,9004
£.3 (c and d), and 6 MCAR § 4.9004 C.5 (d) for improper handling and disposal

of hazardous wastes.



Minnesota Statute 116,081 Subdivision 1 (1980) states in part:

"116.081. PROHIBITIONS. Subdivision 1. Obtain permit.
It shall be unlawful for any person to construct,

install or operate an emission facility, air contaminant
treatment facility, treatment facility, potential air
contaminant storage facility, storage facility, or

system or facility related to the collection, transportation,
storage, or disposal of solid waste, or any part thereof
unless otherwise exempted by any agency regulation now in
force or hereinafter adopted, until plans therefor shall
have been submitted to the agency, and a written permit
therefor shall have been granted by the agency. The
requirements of this section shall not be applied to
motor vehicles,”

6 MCAR & 4.9004 C.1, states in part:
"C. Hazardous waste facility operation.

1. General. No person shall operate a hazardous
waste facility except in conformance with the
following requirements:

a. The facility operator shall prepare procedures

for personnel to follow in the case of spills of
hazardous waste and in the case of fire and other
emergencies. The facility operator shall post these
procedures in a conspicuous place at the facility site.

b. The facility operator shall have safety equipment
available at the facility site for use during spills,
fires and other emergencies.,

¢. The facility operator shall have available at

all times written procedures for handling spills,

fires and other emergencies. The facility operator
© shall train and instruct all personnel at the

facility site in these procedures. The facility

operator shall maintain records on the training

and instruction programs that are held,

d. The facility operator shall construct and begin
operating a site monitoring system that is approved
by the agency as adequate to determine the effect
of the facility on the soil, ground water and air
before accepting or storing any hazardous waste at
the Tacility. _



e. The facility operator shall control access to the
facility by the use of fences, gates, locks and other
similar methods and allow access only to persons

who are knowledgeable in the safety and emergency
procedures needed for handling the hazardous waste.
The facility operator shall provide security against
unauthorized entry onto the site...

h. The facility operator shall not allow scavenging
at the facility.

i. The facility operator shall prevent the discharge
of hazardous waste from the facility to the surface
waters or ground waters of the State. The facility
operator shall prevent hazardous waste from entering
drains, sewer inlets, storm sewers, sanitary sewers,
doorways, vents, tunpels, pipes, windows or areas
with permeable earth or soil floors."”

6 MCAR & 4,9004 C.3.(c and d) state:

"o, The facility operator shall store hazardous waste
in containers and tanks in a manner such thal the
facility operator can locate any shipment of hazardous
waste and any hazardous waste from any particular
generator stored on the site,

-d. The facitity operator shall store hazardous waste
in containers and tanks that are Tlocated cut-of-doors
only within a liner and dike system which meets the
following recuirements:

{1) The liner and dike system shall have a
permeabitity rate no greater than 10~/
centimeters per second when being subjected
to a head of one foot of water and shall be
of a composition that will not increase in
permeabiiity as a result of contact with
hazardous waste.

(2} The liner and dike system shall be
constructed so as to held a volume egqual to
the velume of the largest storage tank nlus
the total capacity of all containers and
portable tanks plus one foot of freeboard.
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(3) The interface between the dike and

underlying liner shall be constructed so
as to provids a seal against movament of
hazardous waste or solutions thereof.

(4) The dike shall be constructed in a
manner that provides necessary ramps for
vehicles needing access to the storage areas.”

6 MCAR & 4,9004 C.5. (¢ and d) state:

"c. The facility operator shall not engage in
activities that would result in emissions of
air contaminants causing the violation of the
ambient air quality standards established in
APC 1 {6 MCAR § 4.0001).

"d. The facility operator shall not dispose of
hazardous waste in a manner that contaminates
the soil unless such disposal is authorized
in a Hazardous Waste Facility Permit.®

6 MCAR & 4.9006 C.1. stateas:

"No person shall do any of the following without
obtaining a Hazardous Waste Facility Permit from
the Agency: Establish, construct, operate, close
or abandon a hazardous waste facility.”

REQUIREMENTS
The Agency, therefore requires that the Company accompliish the following
“reqguirements of this Notice of Violation.

1. 129 Plymouth Avenue North, Within 30 days of receipt of this Notice, the

Company shall negotiate a Stipulation Agreement with the Agency which
shall include studies for evaluating the soil, ground water, and su%face
water impacts resuiting from the Company hazardous waste handling and
disposal practices at 129 Plymouth Avenue North, Minneapolis, Minnesota.

One purpose of the soil and ground water study is to define the extent of
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soils which shall require excavation as hazardous wastes. The Company
sha11, subsequent to initiating Stipulation Agreement required monitoring,
complete Director approved soil excavations and sewer clean up.

In addition to conducting an initial assessment of the surface water
and ground water impacts resulting from past Company activities, the
Stipulation Agreement shall also include a program for monitoring the-
surface and ground water qua]ity for a period of at Teast one year
following soils excavation of this area. This study shail also
identify all nearby public and private wells which may be impacted by the
Company's past hazardous waste handfing and disposal practicés and shall
include a discussion as to what measures the Company will take to ensure
the safety of these wells if the ground water impact study reveals any well
contamination caused by Company activities.

The Company shall submit the ground water study proposal and soils
excavation proposal for approval by the Agency Director as reduired by the
Stipulation Agreement time schedule.

.The Company shall close this facility site in accordance with applicable
state and federal hazardous waste rules.

2. 1608 Washington Avenue North. Within 30 days of receipt of this Notice
of Violation, the Company shall negotiate a Stipulation Agreément wWith
the Agency which shall include studies for evaluating the soil and ground
water impacts reéu1ting from the Company's hazardous waste handling and
disposal practices at 1608 Washington Avenue Rorth, Minneapolis, Minnesota. One
purpose of the study is to define the extent of soils whiﬁh shall require |

excavation.



In addition to conducting an initial assessment of the ground water impact
resulting from current and past Company activities, the Company shall also
include a program for monitoring the ground water and surface water quality
for a perioq of at least one year following the clean up and any soil
excavations at this facility.

The Company shall submit the groun& water study proposal and soifs
excavation proposal for approval by the Agency Director as required
by the Stipulation Agreement time schedule,

The Company shall make all corrections to bring this facility into
compliance with all appropriate municipal, county, state and federal solid
and hazardous waste regulations.

THEREFORE, you are hereby given notice that these violations
have been recorded by the Agency. This Notice of Violation deoes not

preclude the Agency from taking further action in this matter.

DATED: June 18, 1982 REGULATORY COMPLLIANCE SECTION

SOLID AND HAZARDQUS WASTE DIVISION
CERTIFIED MAIL ] Iy,
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED ,ééiétﬂ{ZAAh-élf féﬁzagfﬁ’“““*"

Gordon W. Meyer, Chief ¥
Regulatory Compliance Section
Solid and Hazardous Waste Division

Address for further correspondence:

Minnesota Pollution Control Agency
Regulatory Compliance Section
Solid and Hazardous Waste Division
1835 West County Road BZ
Roseville, Minnesota 55113
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Minnesota Pollution COI’}QQIA@ cy

April 13, 1982

Mr. Kenneth Skahn ;
Minnesota State Implementation Officer 5WB- TUB
Hazardous Waste Management Section

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

Region V

230 South Dearborn Street

Chicago, ITlinois 60604

Dear Mr. Skahn:
Re: Interim Status Standards Inspection

Enclosed for your consideration and possible enforcement action
are:

1. RCRA Inspection Report for the above facility.

2. Transmittal letter to Union Scrap Iron and Metal including
listing of 40 CFR violations.

3. General inspection observations and comments.
4, Leach testing results for rubber fragments.

Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (Agency) recommendations for
follow-up action regarding this facility include:

1. The company shall have to cease hauling of lead battery
fragments to 1608 Washington Avenue North site until
such time as proper waste pile disposal requirements are
satisfied.

2. The company has in effect been disposing of lead contaminated
rubber fragments on-site for several years.

3. It is anticipated that the company will negotiate to
correct on-site disposal problems with the Agency Strike
Force, including clean-up of contaminated soils.

Phone:

1935 West County Road B2, Roseville, Minnesota 55113-2785
Regional Offices ® Duluth/Brainerd/Detroit Lakes/Marshall/Rochester
Equal Opportunity Employer
Ao ()
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4, If the company does not demonstrate a willingness to perform
ameliorative measures, then a draft compliance order shall
be prepared for.the U.S5. EPA.

5. The company would not permit photographs or sampling efforts
on-site., A warrant may be requested for this purpose from
the U.S5. EPA in the future.

Should you have any questions, feel free to contact me at
612-297-2731.

Sincerely, ‘

o~

C. Bruce Wilson

Enforcement Unit

Regulatory Compliance Section
Solid and Hazardous Waste Division

CBW:sf

Enclosures



' project 1.D. U n Scrap Iron and Metal Compar MNT280010265,
e _ Minneapolis , _ -
S HML Activityr - Ts8D, G-

| e

o Priority: Lo AT o
- MPCA Staff: : C. Bruce Wilson
/- Date of Inspection: March 26, 1982

- Statement of Problem: The company has a long history of violations of
. -municipal and state regulations with the first documented difficulties dating
back to 1973 for allowing battery acid to run on public sidewalks and streets.
Both company operating sites are hazardous waste facilities for the improper
handling of battery acids and lead materials. - -

“Enforcement Actions: The MPCA sent a Tetter on August 14, 1973 to the
company requesting corrections of company practices of allowing battery acids
~to.run on the ‘'street and sidewalks at the Shafer site. The MPCA sent a similar
- letter to the company on March 12, 1975. The MWCC sent a letter to the company

con April 22, 1975 for noncompliance of their sewer discharges. “The MPCA jssued
- a citation for violation to the company on December 20, 1977 for air quality
violations from a wire burner.at 210 15th Avenue. The city of Minneapolis
- ~issued violation tag number 1756565 on.January 3, 1979 for acid running down
the street at 129 Plymouth Avenue North, The city of Minneapolis issued
vioclation tag number 17548812 to the company on April 3, 1979 for acid and
~debris in the street at the 16th Avenue yard, The city of Minneapolis issued
‘tag number 1758812 to the company on April 3, 1979 for acid running down the
street at 129 Plymouth Avenue North. The city of Minneapolis estimated
- .damage to the storm sewer catch basin at the 129 Piymouth Avenue North site
~at $1,311. The MPCA sent the company a preliminary hazardous waste
~application on November 30,.1979. The city of Minneapolis issued violation
tag number 19-068253-3 and 19-068752-2 to the company on February 23, 1981 for
-encroachment of lead and rubber piles on city property. The MPCA sent a
letter to the company on May 20, 1987 defining problem areas and necessary
remedial actions and also a request for further data. The MPCA sent a letter

“© ‘to.the company on April 22, 1982 requesting information pertzining to

- Superfund disclosures. The city of Minneapolis issued the company violation
- tag number 47986-6 on May 20, 1982 for violations at 129 Plymouth Avenue North.
- The MPCA issued the company a notice of violation on June 22, 1982 for -
. -hazardous waste facility violations, Site inspections by the MPCA, MWCC and
city of Minneapolis initiated on sewers on July 22, 1982 through August, 1982
- to define sanitary and storm sewer damage. A stipulation agreement is being
. negotiated for the purpose of determining the extent of soil contamination and
. possible soil excavations necessary to clean the sites (120 Nerth Plymouth
‘Avenue, 1608 Washington Avenue North). <Company agrees in general with remedial
-action plans necessary to clean Shafer site, L S

"~ The MPCA submitted the draft stipulation agreement to the company on
- August 28, 1982, ‘The company responded with a revised stipulation agreement
‘on November 2, 1982 which the MPCA revised. The stioulation agreement
-was again revised by the staff and was sent to the company for review on
© . January 4, 1983. A meeting was held on January 31, 1983 with the company's
.attorney to negotiate a final draft of the stipulation agreement. Final
‘language revisions will be made and agreement should be reached in May, 1983.

;See site response log for furtherfinformation.



Project I1.D. Union Scrap Iron and Metal Company, MNT280010265,

Minneapolis
H.W. Activity: TS0, G
Priority: A
MPCA Staff: C. Bruce Wilson
Date of Inspection: March 26, 1982
Statement of Problem: The company has a long history of violations of

municipal and state regulations with the first documented difficulties dating
back to 1973 for allowing battery acid to run on public sidewalks and streets.
Both company operating sites are hazardous waste fac111t1es for the improper
handling of battery acids and lead materials.
Enforcement Actions: The MPCA sent a letter on August 14, 1973 to the
company requesting corrections of company practices of allowing battery acids
to run on the street and sidewalks at the Shafer site. The MPCA sent a similar
letter to the company on March 12, 1975. The MWCC sent a letter to the company
on April 22, 1975 for noncompliance of their sewer discharges. The MPCA issued
a citation for violation to the company on December 20, 1977 for air quality
violations from a wire burner at 210 15th Avenue. The city of Minneapolis
jssued violation tag number 1756565 on January 3, 1979 for acid running down
the street at 129 Plymouth Avenue North. The city of Minneapolis issued
violation tag number 17548812 to the company on April 3, 1979 for acid and
debris in the street at the 16th Avenue yard. The city of Minneapolis issued
tag number 1758812 to the company on April 3, 1979 for acid running down the
street at 129 Plymouth Avenue North. The city of Minneapolis estimated
damage to the storm sewer catch basin at the 129 Plymouth Avenue North site
at $1,311. The MPCA sent the company a preliminary hazardous waste
application on November 30, 1979, The city of Minneapolis issued violation
tag number 19-068253-3 and 19-068752-2 to the company on February 23, 1981 for
encroachment of lead and rubber piles on city property. The MPCA sent a
letter to the company on May 20, 1981 defining problem areas and necessary
remedial actions and also a request for further data. The MPCA sent a letter
to the company on April 22, 1982 requesting information pertaining to
Superfund disclosures. The city of Minneapolis issued the company violation
tag number 47986-6 on May 20, 1982 for violations at 129 Plymouth Avenue North.
The MPCA issued the company a notice of violation on June 22, 1982 for
hazardous waste facility violations. Site inspections by the MPCA, MWCC and
city of Minneapolis initiated on sewers on July 22, 1982 through August, 1982
to define sanitary and storm sewer damage. A stipulation agreement is being
negotiated for the purpose of determining the extent of soil contamination and
possible soil excavations necessary to clean the sites (120 North Plymouth
Avenue, 1608 Washington Avenue North). Company agrees in general with remedial
~action plans necessary to clean Shafer site.

The MPCA submitted the draft stipulation agreement to the company on

August 28, 1982. The company responded with a revised stipulation agreement

on November 2, 1982 which the MPCA revised. The stipulation agreement

was again revised by the staff and was sent to the company for review on
January 4, 1983, Meetings were held on January 31, May 2, May 3, and May 5,
1983 with the company's attorney to negotiate a final draft of the stipulation
agreement. Additional information and def1n1t1on of the company's position was
requested by letter on June 1, 1983.

See site response log for further information.



Project 1.D. " jon Scrap Iron and Metal Compi , MNT280010265,

vnneapolis .
%,H. Activity: TSD, G
riority: A
MPCA Staff: C. Bruce Wilson
Date of Inspection: March 26, 1982

Statement of Problem: The company has a long history of violations of
municipal and state regulations with the first documented difficulties dating
back:- to 1973 for allowing battery acid to run on public sidewalks and streets.
Both company operating sites are hazardous waste facilities for the improper
handling of battery acids and lead materials.

Enforcement Actions: The MPCA sent a Tetter on August 14, 1973 to the
company requesting corrections of company practices of allowing battery acids
to run on the street and sidewalks at the Shafer site. The MPCA sent a similar
letter to the company on March 12, 1975. The MWCC sent a letter to the company
on April 22, 1975 for noncompliance of their sewer discharges. The MPCA issued
a citation for violation to the company on December 20, 1977 for air quality
violations from a wire burner at 210 15th Avenue., The city of Minneapolis
jssued violation tag number 1756565 on January 3, 1979 for acid running down

- the street at 129 Plymouth Avenue North. The ¢ity of Minneapolis issued
violation tag number 17548812 to the company on April 3, 1979 for acid and
debris in the street at the 16th Avenue yard. The city of Minneapolis issued
tag number 1758812 to the company on April 3, 1979 for acid running down the
street at 129 Plymouth Avenue North. The city of Minneapolis estimated

damage to the storm sewer catch basin at the 129 Plymouth Avenue North site

at $1,311. The MPCA sent the company a preliminary hazardous waste

application on November 30, 1979. The city of Minneapolis issued violation

tag number 19-068253-3 and 19-068752-2 to the company on February 23, 1981 for
encroachment of lead and rubber piles on city property. The MPCA sent a
letter to the company on May 20, 1981 defining problem areas and necessary
remedial actions and also a request for further data. The MPCA sent a letter
to the company on April 22, 1982 requesting information pertaining to

Superfund disclosures. The city of Minneapolis issued the company violation
tag number 47986-6 on May 20, 1982 for violations at 129 Plymouth Avenue North.
The MPCA issued the company a notice of violation on June 22, 1982 for
hazardous waste facility violations. Site inspections by the MPCA, MWCC and
city of Minneapolis initiated on sewers on July 22, 1982 through August, 1982
to define sanitary and storm sewer damage. A stipulation agreement is being
negotiated for the purpose of determining the extent of soil contamination and
possible soil excavations necessary to clean the sites (120 North Plymouth
Avenue, 1608 Washington Avenue North). Company agrees in general with remedial
. action plans necessary to clean Shafer site.

The MPCA submitted the draft stipulation agreement to the company on

August 28, 1982. The company responded with a revised stipulation agreement
on November 2, 1982 which the MPCA revised. The stipulation agreement

was again revised by the staff and was sent to the company for review on
January 4, 1983. Meetings were held on January 31, May 2, May 3, and May 5,
1983 with the company's attorney to negotiate a final draft of the stipulation
agreement. Additional information and definition of the company's position was
requested by letter on June 1, 1983. °

See site response log for further information.



'Project 1.D. Union Scrap Iron and Metal Company, MNT280010265

) Minneapolis e
H.W. Activity: TSD, 6
“‘J.Priorjtx: S A ’ .
MPCA Staff: ~ Paul Klinge
Date of Inspection:  March 26, 1982 |

Statement of Problem: This company has two former battery processing sites
with a Tong history of improper material and waste handling and interactions
with regulatory agencies. See previous status logs or the fi!e_for specifics
prior to August, 1982,

Enforcement Actions: Since August, 1982, 'MPCA staff have been negot1at1ng
a stipulation agreement which would resu1t in a study of the Shafer site to
determine the extent of contamination. The agreement would also require
removal of the rubber fragments and battery scrap and a similar: study at the
~Washington Avenue site.

A deadline of August, 1983 has been established to reach agreement, therefore,
the staff will be appearing before the MPCA Board to request e1ther approval
of a signed stipulation agreement or litigation authority.




_ @% Project 1.D. - - Union Scrap Iron and Metal Company,-MNT280070265,
i

Minneapolis
H.W. Activity: TSD, G
Priority: A
MPCA Staff: Paul Klinge
Date of Inspection: March 26, 1982

Statement of Problem: This company has two former battery processing sites
with a long history of improper material and waste handling and interactions
with regulatory agencies. See previous status logs or the file for specifics
prior to August, 1982,

Enforcement Actions: Since August, 1982, MPCA staff have been negotiating
a stipulation agreement which would result in a study of the Shafer site to
determine the extent of contamination. The agreement would also require
removal of the rubber fragments and battery scrap and a similar study at the
Washington Avenue site.

A deadline of August, 1983 has been established to reach agreement, therefore,
the staff will be appearing before the MPCA Board to request either approval
of a signed stipulation agreement or litigation authority.

The company finally signed a Stipulation Agreement which commits the company
to soil and ground water studies at both their Shafer and Washington Avenue
sites. The Stipulation Agreement was approved by the MPCA Board on August 23,
1983. -

The company submitted a proposal dated September 27, 1983 for evaluating soil
and ground water contamination at their Shafer and Washington Avenue sites.
This proposal is presently being reviewed by MPCA staff.
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RCRA INSPECTION REPORT - INTERIM STATUS STANDARDS

TREATMENT, STORAGE, AND DISPOSAL FACILITIES

Form A.- General Facility Standards

I. General Information:

(A) Facility Name:

Loy

o e 4 [0S

(B) Street: 14 ?

§ Jastl fhe A

() City: _ /el (n) state: _74

(F) Phone: G1L- 52242/ (G) County:

Hempmm/

(E) 2ip Code: &I Y//

. b
(H) Operator:  &:{xfrid f(osglf

C ooy VB G

{1) Street: 208 5H Gue 1/ _

(J) City: M gerocs (k) state: )/ (L) Zip Code SSYY/
(M} Phone: (i1 -~ S22 -7/ (N) County: fﬁ@ﬂ%ﬁ&&f

(0) Owner: Soc a"if /{/:C:S e

"} Street: Seme Hs /’%f&b’éf

(Q) City: (R) State:

(T) Phone: (U) County:

(S) Zip Code:

5 //3 & /9; “p .

Oygitast

(V) Date of Inspection:

{X) Weather Conditions: 22 °%

(W) Time of Inspection (From) éf\f (To) Kndd

N Lif (o
/

T Boeawes Hece o Hro SewmE

e MR TERE e o 2 T
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(Y)

Person{(s) Interviewed

fwmmm 205@@

Title

Conls L IvaGet—

(Z)

Inspection Participahts
'Bﬁwaé(ﬁjétgch/

* Agency/Title

1R /??5

Deig Dﬂﬁf

g féﬁfs

(AR)

Preparer Information

Nam
Breces Lson/

Agency/Title
pIees J126S

Q;«* Storage and/or Treatment

Bl
c.

Note:

Complete sections I through VII for all treatment, storage,

SITE ACTIVITY:

Telephone

Gy 522 ~HYZS

Telephone
(/2 -297-225/
Gl 257335/

Telephone
(of2 - AP RL 3

and/or disposal

facilities. Complete the forms (in parenthesis} in section VIII corresponding
to the site activities identified below:

1. Containers (I)
2. Tanks (J)

3, Surface Impoundments (K)

& Waste Piles (L)
Land Treatment (M)}
Landfills (N)

If facility is also abgg
IX and X of this form as &

D. Incineration and/or Thermal Treatment

(0 and P)

E. Chemical, Physical, and Biological

Treatment (Q)

arJof hazardous waste complete sections




I11.° GENERAL FACILITY STANDARDS:
(Part 265 Subpart B)

Yes No NI* Remark

g,; Has the Regional Administrator.
been notified regarding:

1. Receipt of hazardous
waste from a foreign source?

2. Facility expansion? Gt Hoccwr Bpempiss PRz,

: dedwilfy,
(B) General Waste Analysis: = Ky - 5C ““\\
: R (L - 7 ;
1. Has the owner or operator obtained il =& As ?

e i3

a detailed chemical and physical L= o
analysis of the waste? \{

Lu LA ap, i Ner &9’“"‘

Potsrics beia chm/c; Ly

2. Does the owner or operator have
a detailed waste analysis plan g
on file at the facility? ' \7{

3. Does the waste analysis plan L e
specify procedures for inspection
and analysis of each movement of
hazardous waste from off-site? .

“~) Security - Do security measures include:
(if applicable) }

1. 24-Hour surveillance? lﬁﬁﬂ- |
2. Artificial or natural .
barrier around facility? ___ ;ﬁ_
3. Controlled entry? M.
o entancer " *) ot = X
(D) Do Owner or Operator Inspections
Include:
1. Records of malfunctions? ¥
2. Records of operator error? e
3. Records of discharges? — A

*Not Inspected | 3




I11. GENERAL FACILITY STANDARDS - Continued

W P e e S

Yes No NI* Remarks

4, Inspection schedule?

5
— - — —— TR R PR TP e S -

5. Safety, emergency équipment?

i
- i - e - - e —rreosemwry

. . ”
60 seCU!’"l ty dEV'ICES H i — - Y e e e
7. Operating and structural - {

devices? : . :i-
8. Inspection log? N o\

(E) Do personnel training records
: include: (Effective 5/19/81)

1. Job titles?

2. Job descriptions? \\ i
3. Description of training? \ L

-—— e e i O G- S T E-E-E S O S W e i S dede i

l{‘\ o
e
293
=,
I
] .,!3 [}

4, Records of training? )

=
|

5. Have facility personnel received f
required training by 5-19-817 /

£

i

b
!

-erasB828|0z0 WS e A O e P SO O

6. Do new personnel receive
required training within
six months?

o4
|
!

- O O - -

(F) If required are the following special
requirements for ignitable, reactive, or
incompatible wastes addressed?

1. Special handling? X .
2. No smoking signs? -& — .
3. Separation and protection i

from fgnition sources? g .

*Not Inspected



IV. PREPAREDNESS AMD PREVENTION:
[Part 265 Subpart C)

(A) Maintenance and Operation

of Facility:
Yes No NI=* Remarks

Is there any evidence of fire, .
explosion, on

mbeleass Of
hazardous waste or hazardous
waste constituent? ) % ﬂﬂ Plore,

(B) If required, does the facility
have the following eguipment:

1. Internal communications or %{
alarm systems? ‘
2. Telephone or 2-way radios _)(v

at the scene of operations?

3. Portable fire extinguishers,
fire control, spill control
equipment and decontamination 4
equipment? [

Indicate the volume of water and/or foam available for fire contro]:

vnK o/ Al

{C) Testing and Maintenance of
Emergency Equipment:

1. Has the owner or operator
established testing and
maintenance procedures s

for emergency equipment? b
2. Is emergency equipment

maintained in operable 'Si

conditions? A

(D) Has owner or operator provided
{mmediate access to internal )
alarms? ({if needed) N

*Not Inspected ' 5



(E) 1s there adequate aisle space gﬁ
for unobstructed movement? M;\

N

V. CONTINGENCY PLAN AND EMERGENCY PROCEDURES:
(Part 265 Subpart D)

(A) Does the Contingency Plan contain the
following information: Yes No NI* Remarks

1. The actions facility personnel
must take to comply with
§265.51 and 265.56 in response
to fires, explosions, or any |
unplanned release of hazardous
waste? (If the owner has a Spill
Prevention, Control, and Counter-
measures (SPCC) Plan, he needs
only to amend that plan to
incorporate hazardous waste
management provisions that are
sufficient to comply with the
requirements of this Part (as
applicable.) N

)

2. Arrangements agreed by local
police departments, fire departments
hospitals, contractors, and State
and local emergency response teams
to coordinate emergency services w
pursuant to §265.377 S

3. Names, addresses, and phone
numbers (office and home) of all
persons qualified to act as ‘
emergency coordinators? )N

4. A list of all emergency equipment
at the facility which includes the
location and physical description
of each item on the list and a 5
brief outline of its capabilities? 15

5. An evacuation plan for facility
personnel where there is a possibility
that evacuation could be necessary?
(This plan must describe signal(s)
to be used to begin evacuation, {
evacuation routes, and alternate
evacuation routes?)

*Not Inspected o 6 |



s

(C)

(D)

(R)

{8)

*tint Inspected SUY L bisaia, T 2 gt(

V. .CONTINGENCY PLAN AND EMERGENCY PROCEDURES - Continued

Yes No NI* Remarks

Are copies of the Contingency Plan
available at site and local emergency "
organizations? ?“\

Emergency Coordinator

1. Is the facility Emergency .
Coordinator identified? X

2. Is coordinator familiar with
all aspects of site operation L
and emergency procedures? S

3. Does the Emergency Coordinator
have the authority to carry out .
the Contingency Plan? s !

Emergency Procedures

1f an emergency situation has occurred
at this facility, has the Emergency
Coordinator followed the emergency
procedures listed in 265.567

VI. MANIFEST SYSTEM, RECORDKEEPING, AND REPORTING
(Part 265 Subpart E)

Yes No NI* Remarks
Caniviver SOLGLET, e

1. Does the facility follow the Gorfte
procedures listed in §265.71 for )ZR

Use of Manifest System

processing each manifest?

2. Are records of past shipments ;
retained for 3 years? i

Does the owner or operator meet ~—uly ‘b
A ecrepanciosy rding manifest R . phsres Sy JE 1
- 4 ANDFnE W) MW FETT —
, No71FrcaTIow Hho02
ENFur/ V.




v,- RECORDKEEPING - Continued

(C) Operating Record

1. Does the owner or operator
maintain an operating
record as required in
265.737 }(

2. Does the operating record o=
contain the following
information: '

**h, The method(s) and date(s)
of each waste's treatment,

storage, or disposal as j{_
required in Appendix I?

c. The location and quantity
of each hazardous waste
within the facility? . _:!' .

**xd_ A map or diagram of each
cell or disposal area
showing the location and
quantity of each hazardous
waste? (This information
should be cross-referenced
to specific manifest
number, if waste was
accompanied by a manifest.)

AMRerRATE W
(NsTRNCE.

e. Records and results of all
waste analyses, trial tests,
monitoring data, and operator
inspections?

f. Reports detailing all
incidents that required
implementation of the
Contingency Plan?

g. All closure and poét closure
costs as applicable?

(Effective 5-19-81)

** See page 33252 of the May 19, 1980, Federal Register.

«** (Only applies to disposal facilities

*Not Inspected | 8




V . CLOSURE AND POST CLOSURE
[Part 265 Subpart G)

Yes No NI* Remarks
(A} Closure and Post Closure
1. 1Is the facility closure T-

plan available for inspection >{
by May 19, 19817 .

2. Has this plan been submitted to
the Regional Administrator

4. 1Is closure estimate available
by May 19, 19817

7
3. Has closure begun? X

(B) Post closure care and use of property

Has the owner or operator supplied
a post closure monitoring plan?

(effective by May 19, 1981 ﬁj{%/

VIII. FACILITY STANDARDS
(Part 265, Subparts T thru R)

I
USE AND MANAGEMENT OF CONTAINERSS

Facility Name:

1. Are containers in good condition?

2. Are containers compatible with
waste in them?

3. Are containers stored closed?

4. Are containers managed to prevent
leaks?

5. Are containers inspected weekly for
Yeaks and defects?

6. Are ignitable & reactive wastes
stored at least 15 meters (50 feet)
from the facility property line?

{Indicate 1f waste is igrtable or
reactive,)




Yes No NI* Remarks

7. Are incompatible wastes stored in
separate containers? (If not, the
provisions of 40 CFR 265.17(b)

apply.)

8. Are containers of incompatible
waste separated or protected from
each other by physical barriers
or sufficient distance?

TANKS

Facility Name: Date of Inspection:

A Y e e S U 0 ST A W - —

1. Are tanks used to store only those
wastes which will not cause corrosion,
leakage or premature failure of the ‘
tank? l ‘

2. Do uncovered tanks have at least
60 cm (2 feet) of freeboard, or
dikes or other containgment
structures?

3. Do continuous feed systems have
a waste-feed cutoff?

4, Are waste analyses done before the
tanks are used to store a substan-
tially different waste than before?

-y - o - - - -

5. Are required daily and weekly
inspections done?

6. Are reactive & ignitable wastes
in tanks protected or rendered non-
reactive or non-ignitable?
Indicate if waste is ignitable or
reactive. (If waste is rendered
non-reactive or non-ignitable, see
treatment requirements.)

— — - L g -

7. Are incompatible wastes
stored in separate tanks?
(If not, the provisions of
40 CFR 265.17(b) apply.)

- - e W

*Not Inspected | 10
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8.

Yes No NI* Remarks

Has the owner or operator observed the National Fire rrotection
Associations buffer zone requirements for tanks containing ignitable
or reactive wastes?

Tank capacity: to gallons

Tank diameter: feet

Distance of tank from property tine feet

(See table 2 - 1 through 2 - 6 of NFPA's “Flammable and Combustible Liquids
Code - 1977" to determine compliance.)

K
SURFACE IMPOUNDMENTS

Facility Name: Date of Inspection:

1.

2.

7.

T —— - - A S g A T e o

Do surface impoundments have
at least 60 c¢m (2 feet) of
freeboard?

— — Ll ok o 2 L 1 2 J

Do earthen dikes have protective
covers?

i Lo d - A W T SR - P T TP T e

- Are waste analyses done when the

jmpoundment is used to store a
substantially different waste
than before? —_— —

Is the freeboard level inspected
at least daily? — o
Are the dikes inspected weekly

for evidence of leaks or

deterioration? — e e

Are reactive & ignitabie wastes
réndered non-reactive or non-
ignitable before storage in a
surface impoundment? (If
waste is rendered non-reactive
or non-ignitable, see treatment
requirements.)

i —— TG G PP O T e e TR

Are incompatible wastes stored
in different impoundments? (If
not, the provisions of 40 CFR
265.17(b) apply.)

—— b - A - N e

n




Facility Name:

1.

2.

3.

6.

7'

L

WASTE PILES

Are waste piles covered or protected

from dispersal by wind? -

Is each in-coming movement of
waste analyzed before being added
to the waste pile?

Are leachate, run-off, and run-on
controlled as per the requirements
of 265.258?7 (The effective date

of this provision is Nov. 19, 1981.

Are reactive & ignitable wastes
rendered non-reactive or non-
ignitable before storage in a
pile? Indicate if waste is
ignitable or reactive. (If
waste is rendered non-reactive
or non-ignitable, see
treatment requirements.)

Are piles of reactive or
ignitable waste protected

from materials or conditions
that might cause them to ignite
or react?

Are incompatible wastes stored in
different piles? (If not, the
provisions of 40 CFR 265.17(b)

apply.)

Are piles of imcompatible waste
protected by barriers or distance
from other waste?

*Not Inspected

)
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Date of Inspection:
Yes No NI* - Remarks
— L
N
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Facility Name: Date of z

1.

2.

7-

8.

9.

M
LAND TREATMENT

———

Is treated hazardous waste capable
of biological or chemical
degradation? )

Are run-off and run-on diverted
from the facility or collected?
(Effective date: November 19, .
1981)7

Is waste analyzed according
to 265.2737

if food chain crops are grown
at the facility, has the owner
or operator addressed the
requirements of 265.276?

Is an unsaturated zone moni-
toring plan designed and
implemented to detect the
vertical migration of

hazardous waste and provide
information on the background
concentrations of the hazardous
waste available?

Does the unsaturated zone moni-
toring plan address the minimum
information specified in 265.278?

Are records kept regarding appli-

.cation dates and rates, quantities,

and locations, of all hazardous waste

placed in the facility? e e e

Are the special requirements
fulfilled regarding land treatment

of ignitable or reactive wastes?
(Indicate if waste is ignitable
or reactive.) -

Are incompatible wastes land
treated? (If yes, 265.17(b)
applies)

13
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Facility Name:

(A)

(8)

()

(D)

General Operating Requirements )
Does the facility provide the following:

Date of Inspection:

Yes

*+], Diversion of run-on away from active

portions of the fill?

**2  Coliection of run-off from active
portions of the fi11?

**3. Is collected run off treated?

4, Control of wind dispersal of
hazardous waste?

(**Effective 11-19-81)

Surveying and Recordkeeping
Does the Operating Record Include:

1. A map showing the exact location
and dimensions of each cell?

2. The contents of each cell and the
location of each hazardous waste
type withing each cell?

Closure and Post-Closure

1. Is the Closure Plan available for
inspection by 5-19-81?

2. Has this plan been submitted to
the Regional Administrator?

3. Has closure begun?

4, 1Is closure cost estimate available
by 5-19-817

Special requirements for ignitable or

reactive waste

Are ignitable or reactive waste

treated so the resulting mixture
{s no longer ignitable or reactive?

14

No

W XK

P P

X
X
X
Y

NI*

-

Remarks

S Y T P ST T W W e -

W PP T Y SE-G e B S e W W
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Yes No NI* Remarks

{I1f waste is rendered non-reactive
or non-ignitable see treatment
requirements)

1f not, the provisions of 40 CFR B '}f’ﬂ
265.17(b) apply. . '

(E) Special Requirements for Incompatible

Wastes. W
Does the owner or operator dispose of
incompatible wastes in separate cells?

If not, the provisions of 40 CFR
265.17(b) apply.

(F) Special requirements for liquid waste
(effective 11-19-81)

1. Are bulk or non-containerized liguids
placed in the landfili?

2. Does the landfill have a chemically
and physically resistant Tiner
system?

3. Does the landfill have a functional
leachate collection system?

4., Are free liquids stabilized prior
to or immediately after placement
in the landfi11?

(6) Special reguirements for Containers
(effective 11-19-81)

Are empty containers crushed flat,

shredded, or similarly reduced in volume
before being buried beneath the surface

of the landfill? —_—

*Not Inspected ' 15



0 and P
INCINERATION and THERMAL TREATMENT

(A} Facility Name:

{8) Date of Inspection:

B. Components and steady state condition:

**x** Was this component at S5 prior to adding waste?

Component Yes No NI* Remarks

Il. Waste Analysis

A. Minimum requirements, for wastes not previously burned/treated.
1. Required analyses; has an Yes No NI* Remarks
analysis been performed
- for the following?

a. Heating value

b. Halogen content

¢. Sulfur content

*Not Inspected . 16



- 2. Has documented or itten dity i o
been substituted 1. analysis
of either:

a. Lead?

b. Mercury?

B. List other parameters for which the waste is tested to enable owner or operator to establist
steady state or determine the types of pollutants which may be emitted. (Note in
Remarks any which you feel should be tested.)
Remarks

1.

2.

111. Monitoring and Inspections

Yes No NI* Remarks

A. Are combustion/emission control instruments
monitored at least every 15 minutes?

~. Is steady state maintained or corrections
attempted?

€. Is stack plume observed at lTeast hourly
for normal color and opacity?

D. Did any stack observations made by
owner or operator show a plume dif-
ferent than normal?+** '

E. 1f yes to D above, were corrections
made to return emissions to normal
appearance?**

F. Are the complete unit and associated equip-
ment inspected daily for leaks, spills,
and fugitive emissions?

G. Are emergency shutdown controls and
system alarms checked dafly for
proper operation?

*Not Inspected
**Specify in Remarks for what period of time this was checked.

17



IV. Open Burning

' A. Only complete this part if .he facility open burns hazardou. waste,

Yes

1. Does this facility burn only
waste explosives?
(A No answer means other
hazardous waste is open-
burned.) -

No NI* Remarks

2. If this facility open-
burns waste explosives,
does it burn the waste
at a distance greater
than or equal to the

minimum specified distance
(below)

Pounds of waste explosives Minimum distance from open

or propellants

burning or detonation to the
property of others

204 m

OtO 100.---|o'---uq-o-ouol 670 ft
101 to 1,000, c0000evseeess 380 m 1,250 ft
1’001 to 10,000"".'...... 530 m 1'730 ft
10,0001 to 30,000..,..0.... 690m 2,260 ft
0 e
CHEMICAL, PHYSICAL and™BJODOSNZL TREATHENT
Facility Name:
Date of Inspection:
Yes No NI* Remarks
1. Is equipment used to treat only
those wastes which will not cause
leakage, corrosion, or premature
failure?
2. Is a continuously fed system
equipped with a means of hazardous
waste inflow stoppage or control
(e.9., cut-off system?)
18
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Yes No NI* Remarks

3. Name and EPA ID Number of
Transporter(s)? - i

4, Name, address, and EPA ID
Number of Designated permitted
facility and alternate facility? j!(_

5. The description of the waste(s)
(DOT shipping name, DOT hazard class,
DOT identification number)? X_

6. The total guantity of waste(s) and
the type and number of containers
loaded?

7. Required certification? a5¢5

8. Required signatures?

(C) Does the owner or operator submit
exception reports when needed?

Wty SWAFRFuiMd

2. PRE-TRANSPORT REQUIREMENTS

) Is waste packaged in accordance
with DOT Regulations?
(Required prior to movement of
hazardous waste off-site) M_

{B) Are waste packages marked and labeled
in accordance with DOT regulations
concerning hazardous waste materials?
(Required to movement of hazardous
waste off-site) Z

(C) If required, are placards available
to transporters of hazardous waste?

20



3.

4,

5.

Note:

(A)

(8)

Yes No NI* Remarks

Has the owner or operator addressed
the waste analysis requirements of
265.4027

Are inspection procedures followed
according to 265.4037 T -

Are the special requirements fulfilled
for ignitable or reactive wastes?

Are incompatible wastes treated? (If
yes, 265.17(b) applies.)

EPA has temporarily suspended the applicability of the requirements of the hazardous
waste regulations in 40 CFR Parts 122, 264 and 265 to owners and operators of {1)
wastewater treatment tanks that receive, store, and treat wastewaters that are
hazardous waste or that generate, store or treat a wastewater treatment sludge which
is a hazardous waste where such wastewaters are subject to regulation under Sections
402 or 307(b) of the Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.) and (2) neutralization
tanks, transport vehicles, vessels, or containers which neutralize wastes which are
hazardous only because they exhibit the corrosivity characteristic under 40 CFR §261.22,
or are listed as hazardous wastes in Subpart D of 40 CFR Part 261 only for this reason.

IX
Complete this section if the owner or operator of a TSD facility also generates
hazardous waste that is subsequently shipped off-site for treatment, storage, or
disposal.

1. MANIFEST REQUIREMENTS

Yes No NI* Remarks

Does the operator have copies
of the manifest available for _
review? _ _Y_

Do the manifest forms reviewed
contain the following information:
{1f possible, make copies of, or
record information from, mani-
fest(s) that do not contafn

the critical elements)

1. Manifest document number? X
2. Name, mailing address, telephone

sumber, and EPA ID Number of

Generator




SURFALCE AND GROUNDWATERS

f”if ?ékéuse Fill Cut DMT“*HiLﬂéiiljjuu
:K//fi Triplicate SPECIAL SAMPLE DATA SHEET .
Page _ of _
Collected by Dick Kable MDH Coordinator " Jean Kshilainen
Date Collected 4-11-80 Expected Compl. Date  4-23-80
Report to Dick Kable Date Rec'd By Lab 4-11-80
Program Element # _ MPCA 24 Lab, Sample # 124507

SPECIAL SAMPLE DESCRIPTION:

Rubber
Water Sediment Sludge Fish waste QOther
{Specify)
Tot. No.
SAMPLE NO.. FIELD NO. SAMPLING POINT OR SQURCE TYPE CF BOTTLES REC'D*% EACHE
a. i Union Battery, Plant #2
124507 U.B.-1 16th and Wash., Mpls. metals 1
b.
‘- .
C.
i
3. !
—
f. B
speCciAL SMOOLE . /T -
ANALYSES REQUESTED: * As, Cd, Cr, Cu, Pb, Zn and Hg (FAAS) LOMPLETED
JUL 181980

o [} OTHE® ANALYSES REQUESTED ALSO AND WILL EE REPORTED SEPARATELY FROM SPECIAL vRAHREANALYSES

SPECIAL INSTRUCTICONS AND COMMENTS:

24 hour acid leach and digtilled water leach

RESULTS:

gee attached for data.

List Bottles Received for Special Sample Analyses OnlY.



SURFACE AND GROUNDWATENS

oo Fill Cut nare JUL 2 3 198
¥ rriplicate SPECIAL SAMPLE DATA SHEET S T

_ Page of
5’ Collected by Dick Kable MDH Coordinator Jean Kahilainen
Date Collected L9280 Expected Compl. Date LooT R0
Report to Dick Kahle ‘ Date Rec'd By Lab  4_g.35
Program Element #  MPCA 24 Lab. Sample # 124506
SPECIAL SAMPLE DESCRIPTICHN: rubber
Water Sediment Sludge Figh SCTAPINES o4y
—_— S - Specify)
Tot. No.

SAMPLE NO. FTELD NO. SAMPLING POINT OR SCOURCE TYPE OF BOTTLES REC'D** FACH
a. . Union Battery, Wash plant

124506 U.B.~1 16th and Washington, Mpls. metals 1
1
10.
!
G |
| |
td' |
1
e,

)
- SPECIAL SAMPLEZ . o COMPLETED
ANALYSES REQUESTED: *  As, Cd, Cr, Cu, Pb, Zn and Hg (FAAS)
JUL 181980
YTACAL SERY

» ) OTHER ARALYSES REQUESTED ALSO AND WILL BE REPORTED SEPARATELY FROM SPECTAL SAMP.ANALYSES'|

SPECTAL INSTRUCTIONS AND COMMENTS:

24 hour acid leach and distilled water leach

RESULTS:

See attached for data.

*¥ 1{s5t Rottles Received f{or Special Sample Analyses bLnid.
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